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Tt is a lesson which we may take to heart, perhaps, and by
learning from experience go back to the good old methods of
finance and use both the metals, which the Almighty in His
wisdom gave to the world for that purpose. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at
length. .

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows:

An act (8. 6192) to amend section 27 of an act approved December 23,
1613, and known as the Federal reserve act.

Be it enacted, cte., That section 27 of the act approved December 23,
1013, known as the Federal reserve act, I8 hereby amended and re-
enacted to read as follows :

* Hpe, 27. The provisions of the act of May 30, 1008, anthorizin
national curreney associations, the issue of additional national-ban
circulation, and creating a National Monetary Commission, which ex-
?lms by limitation under the tetms of such aect on the 30th da _of

une, 1914, are hereby extended to June 30, 1915, and sections 5153,
5172, 5191, and 5214 of the Revised Statutes of the United States
which were amended by the act of May 30, 1908, arc hereby reenacte
to read as such sections read prior to May 30, 1908, subject to such
amendments or modifications as are prescribed in this act: Provided,
however, That section 9 of the act first referred to in this section is
hereby amended so as to change the tax rates fixed in said act by
making the portion applicable thereto read as follows:

“Natlonal banking assoclations having circulating notes secured
otherwise than by bonds of the United States, shall pay for the first
three months a tax at the rate of 3 per cent per annum upon the
average amount of such of their notes in circulation as are based upon
the dvlmslt of such securitles, and afterwards an additional tax rate of
one-half of 1 per ceat per annum for cach month until a tax of 6 per
cent per apnum is reached, and thereafter such tax of 6 per cent per
annom upon the average amount of such notes: Provided further, That
whenever in his judgment he may deem it desirable, the Secretary of
the Treasury shall have power to suspend the limitations imposed b
section 1 and section 2 of the act referred to in this section, whic

reseribe that such additional circulation secured otherwise than by
Eondn of the United States shall be issued only to national banks having
cirenlating notes outstanding secured by the deposit of bonds of the
United States to an amount not less than 40 per cent of the capital
stock of such banks, and may permit national banks, durlng the period
for which such provisions are suspended, to issue additional circulation
under the terms and conditions of the act referred to.""

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
ent consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

Mr, NELSON. Mr. President, now that we have passed this
bill 1 desire to state that we bave passed if, not because there
is any immediate danger, but as a precautionary measure.

The difference between us and Europe in this emergency is
this: Europe is engaged in mobolizing its armies and navies,
while we are simply engaged in mobolizing our bank reserves.

PROPOSED ROUTINE DUSINESS,

Mr. CATRON. Out of order I ask leave to report a bill from
the Committee on Military Affairs and have it placed on the
calendar.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New
Mexico asks unanimous consent at this time to make the follow-

Is there objection to the pres-

ing report——

Mr. SMOOT. I object.
5 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah ob-
ects. y

Mr. WILLIAMS. T ask unanimous consent to introduce a
bill for proper reference.

Mr. SMOOT. I object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
jects.

The Senator from Utah ob-

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. GRONNA presented petitions of sundry citizens of
Linton, Temvik, and of the Evangelical Brotherhood of Fargo,
all in the State of North Dakota, praying for national prohibi-
tion. which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. BRANDEGEE (for Mr. OLivir) presented petitions of
sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for national pro-
hibition, which were referred to the Committee on the Judl-
ciary.

He also (for Mr. Oriver) presented a petition of the Uphol-
sterers’ Local Union No, 124, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for
the passage of the so-called Clayton antitrust bill, which was
ordered to lie on the table. :

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 250. Inter-
national Union of the United Brewery Workmen of Ameriea,
of Easton, Pa., remonstrating against national prohibition,

- which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. -
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN presented a petition of the City Couneil

of Astorla, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation to,

rovide pensions for civil-service employees, which was referred
o the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment.
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BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. WILLIAMS:

A bill (S. 6190) for the relief of Mary Maynor; to the Coms-
mittee on Claims,

By Mr. JONES: :

A bill (8. 6191) granting an increase of pension to William
Lockwood ; to the Committee on Pensions,

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera-
tion of executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After 20 minutes spent
in executive sesslon the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock
p. m., Friday, July 31, 1914) the Senate took a recess until
to-morrow, Saturday, August 1, 1914, at 11 o'clock a. m.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 31 (legis-
lative day of July 27), 1914,
CONSUL.
Cornelius Ferris, jr., to be consul at Bluefields, Nicaragua.
REcEIVER oF PusLic MoNEYS,
X e?)mrge G. Beams, to be receiver of public moneys at Lincoln,
T.
POSTMASTERS.
ILLINOIS.
Robert Selby, Lovington.
TOWA.
J. Brady Piatt, Tipton.
Sterling P. Moore, Villisea.
Isaanc N. West, Mount Vernon.
PENNSYLVANIA.
Peter V. Abel, Hastings.
John J. Kinney, South Fork.
Abraham H. Nyce, Vernfield.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Fray, July 31, 191}.

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

We seek the uplift of Thy spirit, Almighty God, our heavenly
Father, that with clear vision, pure motives, and earnest en-
deavor we may do the work of the hour, with an eye single to
Thy glory, in the betterment of conditions; that peace and
prosperity may unite our people in the making of good gov-
ernment, to the end that righteousness may live and grow in
the hearts of all. And Thine be the praise, through Jesus
Christ our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

AMAY STANLEY.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, on the 15th of the present month
the bill (8. 1644) for the relief of May Stanley, with House
amendments, was returned from the Senate and a conference
asked. I desiré to move that the request of the Senate for a
conference be agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the bill
(8. 1644) for the relief of May Stanley, which the Clerk will
report.

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows:

8. 1644, An act for the relief of May Stanley, and for other pur-
poses.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Scorr]
asks unanimous consent that the House agree to the conference
asked by the Senate. Is there objection?

There was no objection, and the Speaker announced as con-
ferees on the part of the House Mr. Pou, Mr. STEPHENS of Mis-
sissippi, and Mr. ScorT. ;

PRIVATE CALENDAR.

Mr. POU rose.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills
on the Private Calendar.
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. gg:ﬁmh }-giggf o {::i“:;‘u ‘Btephone Mine.
Pou] moves that the House resolve itself into Committes of | pievorth MeAndrews Peterson Stephens, Nebr,
the Whole for the consideration ef bills on the Private Calen- H%PF; W, %‘{qh m{qﬁ:m g:lﬂ.-;rt.m ,Btp"":smnt
dar. The guestion is on agreeing to that motion. Igoep rey, Was gt vy S dy et | B ovenn: N o
The question was taken; and the Spenker announced that the, fo'nson, B.C.  McGuire, Okla, Towers Btrincer
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3 Quin : o 0 . , 3
ﬁfﬁf; e 33331'3% J:ﬁun:gg. Ky. Laincy The Clerk annmounced the following pairs:
A Doolittle Joimson, Utah Taker For the session:
E:Efg }:gfaim g&?{:;u;zfv el {::fﬁy. Conn. Mr. ApamsoN with Mr. Stevens of Minnesota,
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Beakes Fergusson Kettner Rupil’ﬁ Mr, BarTLerT with Mr. Burres. %
Bell, Cal. Ferris Kindel Russe Mr. TNDERWOOD With Mr. ALANN.
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s S e e b Mr. 1ooE with Mr. GREEN of Towa.
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Barchfeld Chanaler, N. Y.  perorinl rieets Mr. Francis with Mr. CHANDLER of New York.
Bartholat Chureh * " Falson Griffin Mr. Goexke with Mr. Enmoxns,
Bartlett b e e Mr. Lives with Mr. Kiiiey of Michigan.
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Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.

Burkrey with Mr. DUsN.

CArLaN with Mr. HaanvroN of Michigan.
Cagrr with Mr. KrisTER.

Dueprf with Mr. Homrurey of Washington.
FINLEY with Mr. Kaan.

FiTzoERALD with Mr. ForRDNEY.

GornoN with Mr. Kiess of Pennsylvania.
HerrLin with Mr. NELSON,

Parren of New York with Mr. McGuire of Oklahoma.
PereErsoN with Mr. MANAHAN.

SAUNDERS with Mr. PAYNE.

Sisson with Mr. Perers of Maine,

TacoArT with Mr., RoGers.

WALKER with Mr. SELLs.

Mr. WiLLiams with Mr. Vagre

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I voted “yea,”” but I am paired
with the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. Unperwoop. I desire
to withdraw my vote and to be recorded “ present.”

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will eall my name.

The Clerk called the name of Mr, Crark of Missouri, and he
voted in the affirmative.

The result of the vote was announcedl as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper wlll unlock the doors.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar,
with Mr. Tayror of Colorado in the chair.

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, under the rules to-day would be
devoted to the consideration of bills from the Committee on
Claims. I ask unanimous consent to begin at No. 318 on the
Private Calendar and to consider, by unanimous consent, from
318 to the end of the calendar, the bills from the Committee on

. Claims.

1 think it is due the House that I make a brief explanation
of my reason for making that request. The bills on the Private
Calendar have been considered by unanimous consent up to No.
818. Now, In order to give every bill one opportunity for con-
sideration by unanimous consent the call should begin at 318
and continue until the calendar is disposed of. Then we can go
back to the beginning and start in the regular way.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
Pov] asks unanimous consent that the committee begin with
No. 318 on the Private Calendar and take up the bills in order
from that number on, by unanimous consent. Is there objection?

Mr, MANN., Reserving the right to object, a parliamentary
inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, MANN. Does that mean all bills on the ealendar?

Mr. POU. The request that I made was, bills from the Com-
mittee on Claims.

The CHAIRMAN.
Olaims. ¥

Mr. MANN. That would not give every bill a chance, as the
gentleman has suggested.

Mr., POU, 1 qualified it by saying from the Commitiee on
(Olaims; but if the gentleman insists on it, then I will ask unani-
mous consent to proceed with the Private Calendar, beginning
at No. 318, by unanimous consent, after which I shall insist that
bills from the Committee on Claims be given the preference.

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman modify his request?

Mr. POU. I meodify it by asking unanimous consent to be;:n
with No. 318 and continue the call of the Private Calendar by
unanimous consent.,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks
unanimous consent to begin on the calendar at No. 318 and to
call the calendar from that number on, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

F. W. SCHULTZ.

The first business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 15513) for the relief of F. W. Schultz.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: ]

Be it enacted, efe., That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby,
authorized and drected to cause the account of I, W, Schults, post-
master at Junius, State of Bouth Dakota, to be credited with the sum
of $244.90, and that he cause said credit to be certified to the Auditor
of the Treasury for the Post Ouice Department, being on account of
loss by robbery of sald post office on the 1Tth of October, 1909, it ap-
pearing that sald loss was without fault or negligence on the part of
gald F. W. Schultz, pestmaster.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr., MANN. Reserving the right to object, I would like to
ask the gentleman from South Dakota in reference to this bill
There seems to be some controversy as to whether the post-
master locked his safe or only put it on what they call a day
lock. What information does the gentleman have?

Mr. DILLON. 1 will say that since this matter was up I
have investigated more fully the files of .the Post Office Depart-

Only bills reported from the Committee on

ment. Mr. Caldwell made three affidavits. The first one was
made at the instance of the inspector. Upon examination of
the papers in the Post Office Department I find an affidavit of
that kind. Mr. Caldwell within six months thcreafter made
another affidavit stating that the dial to the safe was turned
both ways and was not left upon the day lock. He then made
another affidavit that the dial was thoroughly turned. I re-
cently ealled his attention to the claim that be had made an
affidavit before the inspector. I have an affidavit here in which
he says that he has no recollection of making such an affidavit,
but if he did, that portion of it is an error,

The facts are as set forth in the afiidavit of July, 1910. I
succeeded also in having the department locate the inspector's
repert—that the Committee on Claims did not have—and I
would like to read a few lines of what the post-office inspector
said in his report. He says:

The loss would be hard upon him, as I understand he is working for
wiages, I realize that it would be out of place to recommend credit in
this case, but as the loss sustained consisted of postage stamps only,
some consideration might be given the stmaster, especially as I believe
the safe would have been blown had the eombination not been worked.
The risk of detection at Junius was less than at Ramona, and the
burglar who can work a combination ecan certainly blow up a safe.
The postmaster and assistant bear excellent reputations, and 1 am satis-
fled that they were In no way responsible for the robbery.

As near as [ can determine, tgis robbery was comm{tted by profes-
sional burglars, and the probability of arrest at this date is too remote
to warrant holding the case longer,

D, A, CoLrier, Most-Office Inspector.

Mr., MANN. I will say to the gentleman that that part of it
does not appeal to me in the slightest degree. If under the
post-office regulations the postmaster deposits his money and
stamps in a safe, turns the lock of the safe so that all the
tumblers are turned and it is thoroughly locked, he is entitled
to remuneration. If he turns ounly one tumbler, what they call
a day lock, under the regulations he is not entitled to reimburse-
ment. 1 understand the gentleman from South Dakota says
that he has an affidavit now from the assistant postmaster who
closed the safe that the safe was thoroughly locked. :

Mr. DILLON. It was thoroughly locked.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. DILLON. Certainly.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I wish to state that I intro-
duced a bill for this claim in a former Congress. My recollec-
tion is that the assistant postmaster stated at that time, in
explanation of the affidavit that was made before the inspector,
that the inspector requested an affidavit, and the inspector pre-
pared it, but that he did not seem to recall that he had made
the statement in the affidavit. He did make two affidavits
subsequently in which he sets forth that the safe was thoroughly
locked,

The CHATRMAN.
the bill?

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. I object.

WYLLYS A. HEDGES.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 13352) to allow credit In the accounts of Wyllys A.
Hedges, special disbursing agent,

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, efe.,, That the accounting officers of the Treasury are
hereby authorized and directed to allow and credit in the accounts of
Wyllys A, Hedges, ex-receiver and nipeclal msbumlnfg agent at the
United States land office, Lewistown, Mont., the sum of $290, being the
amount disallowed by the Auditor for the Interior Department in the
settlement of his accounts for the perfod ended June 30, 1913, under
the appropriation for * Contingent expenses of land offices, 1013, on
account of salary 6):11(1 Joseph E, Lamb as clerk at $1,200 per annum
from January 5, 1913, to March 31, 1913, inclusive.

The CHAIRMAN.
of the bill?

Mr., MANN. Reserving the right to object, there is more or
less information in the report, but there is nothing in it to
show that the payment was ever made or ever disallowed.

Is there objection to the consideration of

Is there objection to the consideration

Mr. STOUT. He did make the payment,

Mr. MANN. There is nothing to show that the Government
disallowed it.

Mr. STOUT. It was disallowed, and the receiver paid the

money upon the receipt of the telegram which is contained in
the report.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has information that the dis-
bursing officer made the payment to this man and the officer
disallowed it?

Mr. STOUT. I have personal information, because it oc-
curred in the town in which I live.

Mr. MANN. The fact that it occurred in the town in which
the gentleman lives would be hearsay evidence.

Mr. STOUT. I have official information from the depart-
ment. :
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The CHAIRMAN.
The Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable
recommendation, i

Is there objection? [Afte. a pause.]

EPPS DANLEY.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 17110) to reimburse Epps Danley for property lost
by him while light keeper at the Pascugoula River (Miss.)
Light Station.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: ’

Be it enacted, elo., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he Is
bereby, authorized to pay to Epps Danley, of the city of Pasca oula,
Jackson (County. Miss., out of any money in the Treasury of the
United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $331.70 for
rrg%eny losses sustained hy him during a siorm on Sepiember 27,
706, while light keeper of the East I'ascagoula Rlver ( ) Light-

house Station.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of
the bill?

AMr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, there are a number
of these bills on the calendar, and I would like to get some in-
formation in -regurd tvo them. Does the Government become
insurer of property of a lighthouse keeper, no mutter what the
property is? Some of these bills cover chickens, horses. cows,
and property of that sort. When the Government employs a
man as a lighthouse keeper. puts him in the lighthonse, fur-
nishes him house rent or a dwelling, does it thereby insure all
the property that he may accummlate in and around the light-
house?

Mr. POU. 1 suppose the gentleman is proposing that question
by way of Indicating that be Is opposed to the bill.

Mr. MAXNN. 1 do not know; at one time I was favorably
inclined to this bill which hns been before Congre:s a great
many years in some shape or other.

In this case there was a great storm on the Gulf of Mexico a
number of years ago, and a number of lighthouses were de-
stroyed. and the property of the keepers was destroyed. In some
cases the keepers were maintaining little gardens and various
domestic animals, which was perfectly proper for them to do.
In the case of fire or storm, do we guarantee that we will re-
turn the value of that property fo these keepers, or should we?
I would like to have the gentleman’s opinion upon that.

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, the view that the commlittee took
was that it is unjust to a man when the Goverment puts him
into a Government lighthouse and he takes his property there
and a storm sweeps it away that be should not have reimburse-
ment. It looks as if the Government should do one of two
things. either make good the loss, or put him in a house that
would be safe against storm.

Mr. MANN. Bnt this was safe ngainst any usnal storm.
Suppase the Government, instend of furnishing him quarters, as
it does in many cases, should make him rent his house, as it
does In some cases. and his bouse should burn; would the
Government be expected to insnre the property?

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman speaks of a
*“usual " storm. He should remember that this was a most
extraordinary storm.

Mr. MANN. [ understand that this was a terrific storm.

Mr. HARRISON. It was the worst that that eountry ever
experienced. In 1806 this man was stationed on this island,
going about his duty assigred ro him by the Government, and all
of his property was swept away. It seems to me that this s
a most reansonable clnim.

Mr. MAXN. The gentleman will notice what the man himself
gays about it;

Although it was no fault of the Government, I think that T shounld
not bear the entire loss. 1 would be wr{ glad indeed if I could get
one-half, If not all, as part reimborsement.

Mr. HARRITON. I think that was due to the faet that the
man was of a generous disposition and did not think that he
could get all, or did not know that he could get any. He needed
it, and rather than lose it he thought he wonld take half,

Mr. MANN. Of course he would take anything that we give
him, which is perfectly proper. The gentleman knows that im-
mediately following this storm, which was seven or eight years

ngo——

Me:-i. HARRISON. It was in September, 1906, that it hap-
pen

AMr. MANN. The Lighthouse Board in its annual report gave
a list of losses by reason of this storm and recommended their

yment. I believe at one time I introduced a bill—having then.
n the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, charge
of lighthouse matters—for the payment of the claims. I do not
rememher whether this bill was ever reported favorably or not.

Mr. HARRISON. I think it was.

Mr. MANN. It did not pass. This was one of the claims,

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, :

Mr. MANN.
endar.

Mr. HARRISON. There are two of this kind on the calen-
dar—this one and the case of Poitevin.

Mr. MANN. There are at least two. I wonder whether the
Government is to become an insurer of all the property belong-
ing to a lighthouse keeper which is net only in the lighthouse
but around the lighthouse or in tha reservation. Does the gen-
tleman himself think that we onght te become an insurer?

Mr. HARRISON. I think each cuse ought to stand on its
own footing; and in this instance. this being such an unprece-
dented storm and these people being on the island and discharg-
ing the duties that go with the keeping of a lighthouse, and
their property being destroyed and swept away, I think the
Government ought to pay.

AMr. MANN. The gentleman would not draw a distinction
between one kind of a storm and another. What is the differ-
ence? to the lighthouse keeper if the storm destroys his prop-
erty

Mr. HARRISON. 1 think a man ought to exercise some dili-
gence and precaution abuut taking care of his property, and
if it were not a very bad storm he cou'd huve done it.

Mr. MANN. 1If it was s bad enough storm to destroy his
property. what difference does it make to him? Suppose the
property burns,

Mr. HARRISON. That would be a diffarent proposition.

Mr. MANN. Why? It would be through no fault of his, and
he is put out there where he can not get the assistance of any
fire company or fire engine.

Mr. HARRISON. Because of this man's very location, out
on this igland. he econld not take care of the property. Becuuse
of the mugnitude of tha storm——

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says “on this island.”
other man on the island, too?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. As I recollect it, one was the as-
sistant lighthouse keeper and the other was the lighthouse
keeper. 1 think eich case ought to stand on its own footing.

Mr. MAXNN. Obh, well, the gentleman has been here long
enough to know as well as I do that when we pass a bill of
this kind we create a precedent, where we ¢an not draw a dis-
tinction, and we have to pay all similar clalns. if we do justice.
When they are ouce passed the committee, as a rule, reports
them. as a mmtter of course; and Congress passes them, us a
matter of course.

Mr. HARRISON. T realize that that is true.

Mr. MANN. And to-day we pass a good many bills the
passige of which no one in the Honse 10 years ago probably
would have advoeated at all; but in course of time one biil
went through and that created a precedent. and when we create
a precedent we feel that we ought to proceed along those lines.
I will ask the gentleman—well, 1 will not further guestion the
gentleman who introduced the bill, but I am sure, if it were my
Lill—

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, if it were the gentleman’s bill I would
be in favor of its passuge.

Mr. MANN. Ol there would he 40 men who would think it
ought not to pass if it were my bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid aside
with a favorable recommendation.

The motion wag agreed to: and the bill was ordered to be
laid aside with a favorable recommendation.

MESSAGE FROM THE BENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Ovorrerp having
taken the chair ns Speaker pro tempore, a message from the
Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks. announced that the
Senate had disngreed to the amendments of the House of Rep-
resentatives to the bill (8. 4628) extending the perind of pay-
ment under reclamation projects, and for other purposes, asked
a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon. and had appointed Mr. SmiTa of Arizona,
AMr. Laxg, and Mr. Joses as the conferees on the part of the
Senate. !

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to
the bill (8. 4545) granting peusious and lucrense of pensions
to certain soldiers nnd sallors of the Civil War and certain
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors.

SANFORD F. TIMMONS.

The committee resumed its session.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
l:IJ:lllJ (H. R. 15785) to correct the military record of Sanford F.

LImons,

There are several of these claims on this eal-

Was the
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The bill was read.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there ebjection?

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. POU. Mr. Chalrman, I suggest to the commiitee we
can complete this call by unanimous consent very much more
rapidly if gentlemen will intervene objections after the reud-
ing of the title. If gentlemen have made up thelr minds to
object it will save a great deal of time by not reading the
entire bill, and I would like to complete this call if possible.

The CHAIRMAN. It is suggested by the gentleman from
North Carolina that those who have definite views in opposi-
tion to measures will announce them before the reading of the
entire bill, in order to save time. The Clerk will report the next
bill.

JOHN OURSLER.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 16430) for the relief of John Oursler.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. TIs there objection?

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, 1 object.

FRANCIS A. GRENNEN.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. It. 10328) for the relief of Francis A, Grennen.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

AMr. MANN, Mr. Chairman, I ask to have the bill read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enucted, ete., That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to png:‘out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise npgropﬂated, to ncis A. Grennen, who was
manently disabled while engaged In the emplugment ‘of the U ed
States Government at Frankford Arsenal, In the State of Pennsylvania,
on or about January 7, 1010, the sum of $5,000

The committee amendment was read. as tollows:

Page 1. line 9, strike out “ $5,000 " and insert “ $1,500."

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to objeet,
can not the gentleman make a very brief statement?

Mr. DONOHOE. Mr. Chairman, I am very familiar with this
case, and I believe it is a most meritorious one. This young

man is a veteran of the Spanish-American War and the son of a |

veteran of the Civil War. He lost his arm at the Frankford
Arsenal while employed there, and mow he is in very poor cir-

cumstanees, with a wife and.several children dependent upon |
His earning capacity. of course, is materially reduced. and |

him.
in case he gets out of the arsemal, which is likely to happen

any day, I do not know what will become of him. 1If this ac-

cident had happened to him im an industrial establishment in
Pennsylvania, lie would get a much larger sum than that which
the committee has recommended in this bill. I trost the bill
will be allowed to pass.

arsenal and is still employed in the arsenal.

a higher compensation, but I may be mistuken.

Mr. DONOHOE. Noj; $1.76 a day.

Mr MANN. He has already been pald the amount allowed
10 him under the general law previding for eempensation for em-
ployees injured in the Govermment service. He has received
that ameunt in full. Now, having received that full amount
which the law allows for compensation. and although he is still
employed in the arsenal and has lost no money, whatever pain

he may have suffered, he wants us now to make a special ap- |

propriation apart from all other people for an injury received
in the Government service and be paid additienal compensation.

Mr. DONOHOE. Well, the testimony shows that he is not
very well able to work, that he suffers greatly at times from
the loss of this arm, and that he has to have a dector's attend-
ance eccasionally. As before stated. in ease he gets out of the
arsenal I do not know what he eould turn his hand to.

Mr. MANN, Well, he might go out if he had the extra com-
pensation, but as he is, be is likely to stay there.

Mr. DONOHOE. He might start seme little business that
would keep body and soul togetber if he got this little money.
I know that his is a most deserving case.

Mr. MANN. If we start in to pay extra compensation after
allowing a man full compensation that the law allows him——

Mr. DONOHOE. That is, one year's salary.

Mr. MAXNN (contipuing). Under the act passed only a few
years ago. and then in addition keep him in employment, which
they erdinarily do not do, I 4o not see how we can proceed .on
that theory.

Mr. DONOHOHE. If be lost an arm in the employ of a rail-
roind for instance, he would get fairly liberal damages in Penn-
sylvania,

Mr, MANN. If he lost an arm in private employment the
way he did lose the arm he would not get anything.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. MANN. I shall object.

COLUMNUS, DELAWARE & MARION BAILWAY C0., OF COLUMEUS, 0HIO,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 17102) for the relief of the Columbus, Delaware &
Marion Railway Co., of Columbus, Ohlo.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the
Treasury not otherwise approprlntcd to the recelver of the Columbus,
Delaware & Marion Railway Co., of Columbus, Ohio, the sum of $§119.26,
taxes illegally collected under the extise tax act of Angust 5, 1909,
for the years ending December 31, 1909 and 1910, under the decision
of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of the United
States against Whitridge, receiver, reported in Two hundred and thirty-
first United States Statutes, page 144.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object,
there are a number of bills like this upon the calendar, and I
think the gentleman ought to give scie explanation of them,
and why we should pay them, all invelving electric street car
lines.

Mr. POU. I can perhaps explain better by reading from the
report. * The object of this bill is to refund ™

Mr. MANN. There is very little information in the report
on this bill, and I do not think yon get much information by
reading the report on this bill.
some information in the reports on some similar bills, but there
certainly is not mnoch on this one.

Mr. POU. Well, the only explanation that can be made Is
that this tax was illegally paid by this eorporation. and it had
two years within which fo obtain a refund of the tax, and for
some reason it did not obtain that refund.

Mr. MANN. 1 wonld like to ask the gentleman from North
Carolina what the purpose Is of puiting into a general statute
a provision that if a man wants to have a claim paid he shail
file his claim within a certain length of time if. the moment that
it is applied, for that reason, the Committee on Claims reports a
bill to pay the claim? That is the only excuse given in this
report.

Mr. POU. T will say to the gentleman from Illinois the
particular point was discussed in the Committee on Claims,
and we took a vote on it. The majority of the committee de-
cided that, in view of the fact that it was a pure technicality,
they were in favor of returning this tax.

Mr. MANN. Here is a case where the Government collected
a corporation tax. The law providing for the corporation tax

_authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to refund tax im-
| properly collected. If the claim was made in fwo years.
Mr. MAXNN. Let me see. This man was employed in the
He is receiving as |
high compensation now as he did before he received the injnry |
at the arsenal, and if my recollection is correct he is receiving |

In this
case the claim was not made in two years, and without giving,
apparently. in this report any reason why the claim should be
paid, it simply says becnuse there is a statute of limitations
they waive that statute of limitations. What is the object of
having the statute of limitations if the moment it is applied,
and for no other reason, it is to be waived? 1 regret that the
gentleman from Ohio, who introduced the bill, is not here,
because 1 would like to call his attention, and also the atten-
tion of the committee, to the fact that there is no such thing as
“wo hundred and thirty-first United States Stntutes.”

The CHAIRMAN. 1s there objection to the present eon-
sideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none.

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be Ilaid aside
with a faverable recommendation.

Mr. MANN. I propose an amendment which I think ought
to go in. I move to strike out, on page 2, line 3, the word
“ Statutes” and insert the word * Reports.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 8, strike out the word “ Statutes" and insert the word
“ Reports.'”

Mr. MANN. I sm not sure whether that is correct or not.
The bill says it refers to a case reported in the Two hundred
and ﬂnrry-ﬁrst United States Stututes. The report refers to
it as reported in the Two hundred and thirty-first United
States Reporter. 1 do not know whether they have reference
to the United States Reports or not. Somebody ought to be
ahle to tell. What does the gentleman from North Carolina
{Mr. Pou] say?

Mr. SCOTT. There is no such thing as United States Be-

ter of that number or statute of that anmber.

Mr. MANN. I assume that my amendment is a correct one.

Mr. POU. I will say to the gentleman I can not answer his
question just at the moment.

1 think possibly there may be-

’
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Mr. MANN. As fthere is no such thing in the bhooks as
Two hundred and thirty-first United States Statutes, according
to my recovllection, and there is no such thing as Two hundred
and thirty-first United States Reporter, I judge yon mean
“ Reports.”

Mr, POU. I am sure there is not.

- The CHAIRMAN. The question ig on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Illinois.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered fo be laid aside with a
favorable recommendation.

RICHMOND, FREDERICKSBURG & POTOMAC AND RICHMOND & PETERS-
BURG RAILROAD CONNECTION CO.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 16370) for the relief of the Richmond, Fredericks-
burg & Potomac¢ and Richmond & Petersburg Railroad Connec-
tion Co.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, anthorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to the Richmond, Fredericksburg &
Potomac and Richmond & Petersburg Rallroad Connection Co., 4 corpora-
tion created by and organized under the laws of the Commonwealth
of Virginia, the sum of $255.81, the sald sum belng taxes illegally col-
lected under the exelse-tax act of August §, 1909, for the year ending
December 31, 1909,

The CHAIRMAN,
of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mpr. Chairman, reserving the right to object. of

~course the distinguished gentléman from North Carolina [Mr.

PPou], with all of the bills on his mind, does not recall the
reasons for the payment of these taxes collected from the
street railway company. I think that the gentleman from Vir-
ginia [Mr. MoNTAGUE], who introdueed this bill, ought to tell
us why we are paying this money back.

Mr. MONTAGUE. As I understand, Mr. Chairman. this
money is to be paid back pursuant to the decision of the United
States Supreme Court in the case of MecCoach, collector of
internal revenue, against Minehill & Schuylkill Haven Railroad
Co. (228 17. 8. Repts, p. 205). The statute of limitations had
precluded this case; at least it was not presented until a few
months after the statute of limitations had expired.

Mr. MANN. Whar was the decision?

Mr. MONTAGUE. That the tax was illegally collected. If
the gentleman will permit me to say it, the House, on June 12,
1914, passed a bill similar to the one now under consideration,
to refund to the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Co.
taxes similarly collected.

Alr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that the Milwaukee
casge was different, and there was a complete and full report in
that case, showing that on a reexamination of the books by the
Treasury officials they had
Whether it was paid under this decision or not, I do not know.
What was the decision of the Supreme Court?

AMr., DILLON. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield to
me?

Mr. MONTAGUE., Yes.

Mr. DILLON. I have the decision here to which the gentle-
man from Virginia refers, and I will read the syllabus of the
portion that is involved in this case. This comes from Two
hundred and twenty-eighth United States Reports, on page 295,
and is as follows:

A railway corPoratlon which has leased its raflroad to another com-
pany operating it exclusively, but which maintains its corporate exist-
ence and eolleets and distributes to its stockholders the rental from

the lessee and nlso dividends from investments, is not doing business
within the meaning of the corporation-tax act.

Is there objection to the consideration

Mr. MANN. I did not quite get that. Do neot read it, but
tell me what it is.
Mr. DILLON. It comes from the rental of the properties,

and the court holds that that is not included within the meaning
of the corporation-tax law of 1909,

Mr. MANN. What is not? I would like the gentleman’s
;)wn ]statement as to what was the tax that was illegally col-
ected.

Mr. DILLON.
case.

Mr. MANN. I mean from the gentleman’s gathering of the
opinion.

Mr. DILLON. I simply read the syllabus of the case here.
I sent over for it. I have not examined it technically or fully
as o the text of the opinion. I simply read the syllabus.

The CHAIRMAN. TIs there objection to the consideration of
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. Without ob-
?Jecﬂou, the bill will be laid aside with a favorable recommenda-
fon.

There was no objection.

Well, T have not gone into the details of this

in the Treasury not otherwise appropria

made a mistake {theretofore.”

MONTGOMERY & ERIE RAILWAY CO.

The nest business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 17085) for the relief of the Montgomery & Krie
Railway Co.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etec.,, That the Secretary of ithe Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneg in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to the Montgomery & Erile Rallway
Co. the sum of $45.81 {ll ly collected from said company under the
exelse-tax act of August 5, 1909, for the years ending December 31,
1909, and December 31, 1910, by reason of the decision of the Supreme
Court of the United States In the case of McCoach, collector, against
ihe Minehill & Schuylkill Haven Rallroad Co., reported in Two hun-
dred and twenty-elghth United States Reports, page 205,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

There was no objection,

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable
recommendation.

WILLIAM 8, COLVIN,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 12049) for the relief of William 8. Colvin.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Postmaster General be, and le is
hereby, anthorized and directed to credit the postal account of Wil-
liam 8, Colvin, postmaster st Hamilton, Kans.,, with the sum of
2424.06 foi postal funds and stamps, and with the further sum of
23.60 for money-order funds, on mccount of losses resulting from a
burglary on November 18, 1210. =

Bec. 2. That there be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any money
, the sum of $447.66 for
the purposes specified in this act

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Ileserving the right to objeet, Mr. Chairman,
apparently this is a case where the postmaster made no at-
tempt to comply with the postal regulations.

AMr. DOOLITTLE. I think he made a bona fide attempt and
did eomply as best he could with the regulations.

Mr. MANN. Well, here is a statement credited to the post:
master. 1t is stated by the postmaster in his affidavit here:

Stamps and money logt by this robbery were in the safe, and the bolt
wnﬁ turned on, The safe could be opened without working the combi-
nation,

That is one statement, Another is:

The stamps and money were in the safe, and the lock vas turned on,
but the combination was not turned,

Mr. DOOLITTLE. There was a reinspection, in which the
whole mafter was gone over again; and I remember he stated
in his affidavit that the safe was locked. The inspector made
a report that it was not entirely locked.

Mr. MANN. I have not been able to find any such statement
as that in the report. Here is a letter from the Postmnster Gen-
eral, dated May 25, 1914, and apparently the Postmaster General
had never heard of such a statement.

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Colvin has always complained of the
report made by the inspector, and T am satisfied that, regnrdless
of the locking of that safe down there in this little fourth-class
post office, where the loss was possibly as much as the entire
annual salary, it would have made no difference. The burglar
could have gone right on in, anyhow. It was one of those little
fireproof safes not even advertised as being burglar proof.

Mr. MANN. Oh, whether it is advertised to be burglar proof
or not, the postmaster is appointed and he knows what the regu-
lations are, and he is frequently informed by the inspector as
to what he must do with the money and postage stamps. He
must put them in the safe and lock the safe. This man put
them in the safe and did not lock the safe, and they were taken
out of the safe. Now he seeks to excuse himself by saying that
if he had locked the safe the burglar would probably have
broken it open.

Mr. DOOLITTLE. That is what I said; those are my words,
not his.

Mr. MANN. In that case you might just as well say you
should leave the money lying out on the table, becanse he could
break in and get the money, anyway. ;

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Those were my words about the burglar
getting the money, anyway. -

Mr. AIANN. That is what the postmaster stated. I am not
taking the gentleman’s words. That is the excuse he gave for
not locking the safe. He said that if the safe had been
locked it would doubtless have been blown open and destroyed.
That may be considered a very good reason for never locking
the safe, but it hardly appeals to me.

Mr. DOOLITTLE, Does the gentleman think that this post-
master should stand this loss where he made a bona fide effort
to comply with the regulations?
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Mr. MANN. But he did not make a bona fide effort to comply
with the regnlations. He did not attempt to lock the safe. He
sald it wns a hard leck to bhandle, and therefore he did not
try to lock it.

Mr. DOOLITTLE. He was afraid he could not get it open,
or something of that kind.

Mr. MANN. He onght to have had somebody there who could
0] it
Iﬁlr. DOOLITTLE. I hope the gentleman will not ebject to
the consideration of the Dbill

Mr. MANN. Oh, * Hope springs eternal in the human breast.”

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of
the bill?

Mr. MANN. I object.

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The Clerk will report
the next one.

HENRY WEAVER.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 16805) to reimburse Henry Weaver, postmaster at
Delmar, Ala., for money and stamps stolen from said post office
at Delmar and repaid by him to the Post Office Departiment.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is’

hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Henry Weaver, of Dlelmar,
Ala., out of any money In the Tressury not otherwise appropriated. the
gum of $04.67, the amount of money and postage stamps stolen from the

ost office at Delmar, Ala.,, on the night of September 26, 1910, while
ga was postmaster at Delmar, and which money and stamps belonged
to the said post office, and which said sum he was required to repay,
and did repay, to the Post Office Department of the United States.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consider--

ation of the bill?
There was no objection.
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom-
mendation.
ANATASIA HOGAN.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. IR. 14858) to relmburse the postmaster at Kegg, Pa.,
for money and stamps taken by burglars. !

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, eto., That the sum of $72.54 be, and the same is hereby,
appropriated, ont of any money In the Treasury not otherwise appro-
Yrﬂlted. for theé::;:rpm of reimbursing Anatasia Hogan, postmaster at
{egg, Bedford unty, Pa., for money apd stamps stolen from that
office by burglars March 7, 1810, the sald Apatasia Hogan having made
good the loss to the Post Office Department ont of her own funds by
the payment of the aforementio sum to an Inspector of the said
department February 28, 1912,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consider-
ation of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chairman,
here is a case where there is no pretense that the regulations
were complied with. The excuse for it is that at the time the
burglary occurred the mother of the claimant, the claimant be-
ing the postmistress, was at the point of death and died shortly
after the burglary. The pestmistress on that account was spend-
ing the night at her mother's house and did not remove the
stamps and money from the post office. Of course, that is a
good reason for spending the night at her mother's house; but
is that & veason swhy the Government should take the chances
on the loss?

Mr. BAILEY. Well, Mr. Chairman, it may mot be a very
good reason. The postmistress was undoubtedly nnder great
stress at the time. She had no safe in the office, and never
had one.

Mr. MANN. I understand; it is not a case of a safe.

Mr. BAILEY. The stamps had to be kept in her bedroom.

Under the stress of sickness in her home she forgot the ordi-’

nary duties and was thinking only of the duty she owed to her
mother. I suppose that all the regulations were violated in that
instance. This is a case of pure charity, 1 think, to a deserving
woman,

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I was once in charge of n
couniry post office, and 1 vielated the regulations all the timwe
in reference to keeping money, because I thought 1 could keep
it more safely withont complying with the regulations than |
could by complying with them; and 1 was frequently notified
by the departmnent that the postmaster wounld be dismissed
because I violated the regulations. But I knew I was taking

my chances on it. I thought it was safer to keep the money in |

8 bank than it was to keep It in my jeans. The Post Office
Department had a regulation that I should earry it in my pocket
instead of putting it in a bank. Well, 1 put the money in a bank.
but I took the chanees. If the money was lost, 1 did not expect
that I would ask the Government to reimburse me for it,
Mr. BAILEY. We are bound to allow something to a woman
' that we would not allow {o a mere man.

Mr. MANN. We are getting te that point now where we ure
going to give women the right to vote and everyibiag eise and
put them on an equality in business with everyboly else.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.,

Mr, BAILEY. I offer an amendment. There is an error in
the bill in not inclnding all that was taken.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Penngylvania offers
an amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 3, after the word “ of.,” strike out “ $72.54 " and insert
in lien thereof * $84.54."

Mr. BAILEY. That was the amount that was lost.

Mr. MANN. This bill proposes to reimburse her for tho
po:.mge stamps that were lost, but not for the money that was
taken.

Mr. BAILEY. There was $12 in postal funds.

Mr. MANN. Oh, well, I know; but there is absolutely no
excuse for paying her the money, If we reimburse her for the
stamps that were lost, 1 think she is in great luck.

Mr. BAILEY. Waell, if the gentleman objects, I will withdraw
the amendment.

Mr. MANN. No; I am not objecting.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the amendment.
The question is on laying aside the bill to be reported to the
Honse with a favorable recommmendation.

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the
House with a favorable recommendation.

ESTATES OF JOHN FRAZER AND ZEPHANIAH EKINGSLIY, DECEASED.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 12679) to give the Court of Claims jurisdiction to
hear and adjudge the claims of the estate of John Frazer, de-
ceased, and of the estate of Zephaninh Kingsley, deceased.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc,, That jurisdiction be, and is hereby, given to the
Court of Claims {(motwithstanding any statutory bar of limitations)
of the claims of the estate of John Frazer, deceased, and of the estate
of Zephaniah K':nialey. deceased, known as east KFlorida claims. and
which were the subject of and provided for in the treaty of 1819 be-
tween the United States and Spain, to provide for the complete exe-
eution of the minth article of the sald treaty, with pewer to find the
facts therein and to render judgment st the United States
acvcordance with the law of nations for the unpaid portien or residue
of the awards as mafe for said claimants bg the judges of the Superior
Court of St. Angustine, In the Territory of Florida, apd by the judge
of the Distriet Court of the United States for the Northern District of
Florida, under and by virtne of the acts of Congress passed to carry
4nto effect the ninth article of sald treaty.

Sgc. 2. That in considering the said claims the Court of Claims is
directed to copsider the findings of fact and all evidence submitted to
and now on file within the United States or of record with and -on
which said awards were in whole or in part based

The CHAIRMAN. 1Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object. in view of the fact
that this bill seeks to confer upon the Court of Claims authority
to reverse a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States,
various decisions of Secretaries of the Treasury, and the opin-
ions of various Attorneys General. it seems to me that some one
ought te explain the purpose of the bill.

Mr. FOSTER. As I understand, the statute of limitations
has barred this claim here.

Mr. MANN. Inasmuch as it arises out of a treaty of 1819 it
is quite Hkely that it has been barred ; but I do not know. Gen-
tlemen were trying the other day to pay some claims that were
a hundred years old, and the statement was made that they were
not barred.

Mr. FOSTER. This is with the intention of recovering inter-
est on a claim the principal of which was allowed at that time,
is it not?

Mr. MANN. Oh, much more than that.

Mr. FOSTER. I thought that was one of the principal things.

Mr. MANN. That is one of the things; but the Supreme
Court of the United 3tates decided one way. various Secretaries
of the Treasury decided the same way, and various Attorneys
General decided the same way. This seeks to reverse the whole
theory of the case.

Mr. FOSTER. This is a recall of decisions.

Mr. MANN, TYes. The Supreme Court decided in this case
that the Secretary of the Trensory had authority to do or not to
do, and the Secretary of the Treasury decided :against the
claims several times, as I nmow recall, under opinions of the
Attorney General. 1 dislike very much to object to all these
bills. but 1 think somebody ought to be prepared to give some
reason for passing a bill like this.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid-_

eration of this bill¥
Mr. MANN. I object.
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinols objects.
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W. W. TAYLOR.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 17028) for the relief of W. W. Taylor.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to W. W. Taylor, of Whitefish, Mont.,
the sum of %316, to compensate him for surgical and hospital services
rendered Mary Bull, an Indian ward of the Government.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I should like to
ask the gentleman who has charge of the bill whether he thinks
the Government whenever an Indian gets drunk and gets
injured ought to pay the doctor's bill, whoever the doctor
may be?

Mr. EVANS. I do not think so, necessarily. I think this
particular claim ought to be paid, for the reason that this
doctor was called in, He had nothing to do with the matter.
He found a woman mangled by a train, and he took her to the
hospital and cared for her. She was a ward of the Government.
It was an act of humanity. He had either to let the woman die
or render the service.

Mr, MANN. I would have very little respect for a doctor, and
I would not be willing to pay him a cent, if he took the position
that he would let some one die because he did not know who
was going to pay the bill, in a case where a leg had been cut off.

Mr. EVANS. He did not take that position. He took the
woman to the hospital and paid the hospital bill.

Mr, MANN. He took the woman to the hospital, but I do not
suppose he paid the hospital bill, although he has put in a bill
for it

Mr. EVANS.

Mr. MANN.
fie not?

Mr. EVANS. I do not think he was. This was a charity
hospital, and he was a doctor there at Whitefish.

Mr. MANN. This is a case where an Indian woman got drunk
and lay down on the track of the Great Northern Railway, and
a train struck her and cut off her leg. The doctor was called
and took her to a hospital, as any humane doctor ought to do.
Supposing it had been a white man, would the Government have
to pay that bill? !

Mr. EVANS. No: I do not think so.

Mr. MANN. Why does the Government have to pay this bill
then?

Mr. EVANS. Because this woman was an Indian and a ward
of the Government, and I think the Government is responsible
to a degree for the care of these people in case of sickness and
accident. F

Mr. MANN. No; the Government is not responsible at all.
I do not even know whether this woman belonged to an Indian
tribe or not. There is no information here on that subject, nor
whether the Indian tribe had any funds, nor whether the funds
are liable for any services rendered to the Indians, Does the
gentleman claim that when an Indian comes to Waghington and
gets drunk and gets injured the Government has to pay the
doctors who attend him?

Have we reached that point where whatever happens to an
Indian they can come to the Treasury of the United States for
reimbursement ?

Mr. EVANS. I do not think so, Mr. Chairman, but this case
does appeal to me.

Mr. MANN. I think the doctor has appealed to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. EVANS. I think that some one should take care of this
party, the Indian being a ward of the Government.

Mr. MANN. I suppose if this person had been a white per-
son without money precisely the same thing would have been
done that was done in this case.

Mr. EVANS. I anticipate that that is so.

Mr. MANN. If anybody is to pay the bills, it ought to be
the municipal authorities of the city or of the State of Mon-
tana. Doctors have to furnish more or less services of this
kind free, and they nim to make it up off the rich, because
the,;,r made their bills according to the size of the pile of the
patient.

Mr. EVANS, I take it from the report of the Indian Office
that if they had had any funds available they wounld have
paid the bill. They thought the bill was a just bill, but said
they had no funds. The matter was investigated by the Indian
agent. i

Mr. MANN. They said that there was no fund applicable
for the payment of this matter, but whether there were any
funds that could be appropriated I do not know.

He is responsible for it.
He was one of the officials of the hospital, was

Mr. FOSTER. I notice that the railroad company paid $40.
If there was no liability, why did they pay $407

Mr. EVANS. I do not know. They paid that much and de-
clined to pay more,

Mr. CANTOR. There is no liability in this case on the part
of the Government. :

Mr, FOSTER. No; it would be just a gift,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. I object.

GOSHEN & DECKERTOWN RAILWAY CO,

The next hush_‘:ess in order on the Private Calendar was
the bill (H. R. 17086) for the relief of the Goshen & Decker-
town Railway Co.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pngr. oat of any mang in the Treas- .
ury not otherwise ngproprlated to the Gioshen & Deckertown Rallway
Co. the sum of $158.41, 1119385!_7 collected from said company under
the exclse tax act of August 5. 1909, for the years ending December
31, 1909, and December 31, 1810, by reason of the decision of the
Supreme Court of the United States in the case of McCoach, collector,
against the Mine Hill & Schuglkul Haven Lallroad Co., reported in
Two hundred and twenty-eighth United States Reports, page 295,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the
House with a favorable recommendation.

PATERSON & HUDSON RIVER RAILROAD CoO.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 17074) for the relief of the Paterson & Hudson
River Railroad Co.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be {t enacted, cic., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise apgrogrlated. to the Paterson & Hudson Itiver Rail-
road Co. the sum of $481, taxes [llegally collected under the excise tax
act of August 5, 1909, for the year endln%- December 31, 1909, under
the decislon of the Bupreme Court of the United Btates in Lhe ecase of
McCoach, collector, again-t the Mine Hill & Behuylkill Haven Rallroad
Co., r; 5rted in Two bundred and twenty-eighth United %iates ILteports,
page =

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the
House with a favorable recommendation.

PRESTON B. C. LUCAS.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 1108) for the relief of Preston B. C. Lucas.
The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Becretary of the Treasury is hereby au-
thorized and directed to pay to Preston B. C. Lucas the sum of 300,
which sum is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. FOSTER. Reserving the right to object, I think we
ought to have some explanation of this matter.

Mr., HAWLEY. This claim arvises out of the resurvey of
public lands. Mr. Lucas took a homestead eclaim, on which he
made proof in 1906. This land had been surveyed by the Gov-
ernment in 1898 and the corners established as Mr. Luecas had
found them when he filed on the land. He had taken the lines
as they had been established by the survey of 1889. He built
his house and other improvements on the corner where there
was a little stream furnishing geood water and where there was
a good piece of land to cultivate.

After he had filed on the land, proved up on it under the
survey, and got his patent, the question was raised as to the
accuracy of the survey of 1598, Another party filed on a
piece of land just north of his and claimed that the improve-
ments made by Lucas was on the land of the second party and
to which he was properly entitled.

The question of the line belween the two claims was tried
out in the court after the county surveyor had run the lines
over again and reestablished the corners, and the court and the
surveyor decided In favor of Mr. Lucas. The party who made
the second entry appealed to the United States Government Land
Office, on the ground that a former survey had been made in
1878, and that under the survey of 1878 the land as entered by
the second entryman should be delimited by the survey of
1878 instead of the survey of 1808. A deputy inspector of sur-
veys was sent out and decided on the lines of the original sur-
vey. That took away from Mr. Luecas some 20 acres of his
patented land with all of his improvements on it. He took
every precaution before locating his house or improvements.
He privately employed a surveyor to go over the lines, and went
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down to the land office in Portland and examined the records,
and there found that the second survey had been made in 1808,
accepted by the Government, and paid for. I do not know
whether he was aware of any former survey or not, but he
knew about the latest survey accepted by the Government, and
undoubtedly, in his mind, that was the final and controlling
survey. Y5

Mr.rFOSTER. As I understand from the reading of the re-
port, he settled on this land and, as he thought, had gotten a
piece of land described by the surveyor of the United States,
and afterwards some one filed a claim to a part of the land
which this man claimed belonged to him.

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. And he secured the services of the county sur-
veyor, and he went over the land and found that the lines were
20 rods over on Mr. Luecas, and thereby the other party secured
some of the improvements that were made on the land.

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Lucas went on the land and located his
entry under the survey of 1808, which lines were run by Bran-
son in that year. That survey was accepted by the Govern-
ment, paid for, and became public notice to everybody that that
was the survey and boundary of that particular quarter sec-
tion. Mr. Lucas proved up on it and got his patent. After
all this happened, the party locating north of Mr. Lucas raised
the question that the Branson survey was not the true line;
that there had been a former survey in 1878 by Meldrum. The
question of what the county surveyor may have done would
have no bearing on this question as far as the United States
Government was concerned.

But Mr, Lueas, as I said before, took every precaution fo as-
certain where the line established by the United States ran.
After he had proved up and gotten his patent this person on
the north, claiming the Meldrum line was the true line, asked
the United States Government to rerun the line or reexamine
the surveys, and go out there and establish a line. That ex-
aminer was assigned to do the work, and he went out there
and decided in favor of the Meldrum line, run in 1878, as against
the Branson line, run in 1898, and that decision of the examiner
as between the two lines took away some 20 acres of land pat-
ented to Mr. Lucas.

Mr. FOSTER. This man knew about the two surveys when
he went onto the land.

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no special word from him, but I
think that it might be supposed that he had some knowledge
that there was a former survey.

Mr. FOSTER. He knew the two surveys differed, and he
took his chances on the last survey, as I understand. :

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit,
when the Government makes a resurvey of a piece of land,
that is almost uniformly accepted as the real survey. It is re-
run on account of the corners of the original survey having
been obliterated, the witness trees destroyed, or some other
thing having happened that makes the former survey no longer
traceable. Then they serd out a man to resurvey the line,
and the new or latest survey is the official survey in almost
every instance. I know of a number of resurveys, and I do
not recall of any case other than this one where they have held
. the second survey wis not the official survey, and it was put
on the records of the Government and became public notice to
everybody that that was the boundary line.

Mr. FOSTER. That was the second survey?

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. But it seems the man did not take any pre-
caotion to find out which one was right.

Mr. HAWLEY. Obh, he took every precaution. He made
every examination as to where the lines were, and went to the
iand office in Portland and got in touch with the officials there,
or did so through his representative, I have forgotten which,
and they told him about the Branson survey and where the lines
ran.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes.

Mr. MONDELL. Perhaps the record discloses the fact, but
I have not gone over it carefully. Can the gentleman tell me
when the entryman discovered that his lands were north of
the tract which he had sought to enter?

Mr. HAWLEY. After he got kis patent.

Mr. MONDELL. In the meantime had some one settled upon
the other tract? ;

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; after he had gotten his patent.

AMr. MONDELL. And this other man was claiming the land
on which his improvements were?

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes.

Mr. MONDELL. And the other party did hold the improve-
ments and utilize them?

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. The other party, after the Government
decided in favor of the Meldrum survey, was sued by Mr. Lucas
in the State district court for the value of the improvements in
order that he might exhaunst every remedy he had in the loeal
courts, and the court held that Mr. Lucas was damaged without
recourse, and that the party taking the new claim to the north
was entitled to the improvements, and he has them now without
any compensation to Lucas.

Mr. MANN. Did not Mr. Lucas win the suit?

Mr. HAWLEY. That was about the boundary, but not about
the improvements.

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes.

Mr. MANN. As I understand this case, Mr. Lucag made a
homestead entry, and made it in accordance with the boundary
line as fixed by the surveyor who had survey®d a certain town-
ship under contract with the Government?

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes.

Mr, MIANN. And that surveyor had fixed the northern bound-
ary line of that township on a certain marked line, and he
ran his homestead entry up to that north line?

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes.

Mr. MANN. And that the Government also had another sur-
veyor under contract to survey the township to the north, and
that surveyor had fixed the south boundary line of the township
to the north farther south than the Lucas surveyor, if I may
use that term, had fixed the northern line of the township?

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes.

Mr. MANN. So that there was an overlapping of the town-
ship lines?

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes.

Mr. MANN. And that subsequently the Government sent a
new surveyor there and he established the township line as
true, according to the southerly boundary of the township
lying to the north?

Mr. HAWLEY. Of the first survey.

Mr. MANN. That being the case, does the Government,
when it makes a survey of land, insure the correctness of that
survey?

Mr. HAWLEY. When the Government makes a survey of
lands and accepts entries by an eutryman and the entryman
goes on the land and puts on valuable improvements, the Gov-
ernment, after he has gone on there and accepted the survey
last established by the Government, the one most plainly
marked, ought not to deprive him of that land.

Mr. MANN. But the Government does not deprive him of
any land, fof he never had it.

Mr. HAWLEY. Ob, yes; they patented it to him,

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; the Government patented him the
northeast corner of a certain section, if it happened to be the
northeast corner.

Mr. HAWLEY. But the patent run under the last survey.

Mr. MANN. The patents do not say under the last survey.
The patent runs describing a certain piece of a section in a
certain township. I dare say that the Government surveys
throughout the portion of the country where I was raised
have all been corrected, that there is not a single line now run-
ning the way it ran 70 years ago, and that no one of them was
absolutely accurate; and I dare say that very few of them are
accurate now. What does the Government do? It lets a con-
tract to a surveyor to go and survey so much for a certain
consideration on a contract basis. There is no guaranty on
the part of the Government that the surveys so made are abso-
lutely accurate and they never are. Now, does the Govern-
ment became a guarantor when it gives a man a piece of
property that the survey which the Government has caused
to be made, according to a time-established custom, must be
accurate, and, if not accurate, must the Government pay the
man any damage that he has been put to or any damage for
property that he loses?

Mr. HAWLEY. When the Government esiablishes a survey
and accepts an entry under it and a man makes improvements
on it, and then it is resurveyed in order to establish a true line,
and the man makes every possible effort to find out where the
true line runs, and the Government issues to him a patent on
that land as applied for under the latest accepted survey, it
ought not thereafter to change the line last run, plainly estab-
lished and accepted by the Government, and thereby deprive him
of a portion of the land, especially that on which his improve-
ments are made, and give it to some other person who makes
entry after this first entryman has received patent.

Mr. MANN. Of course the Government ought to have people
who do everything perfectly, but the Lord has not made that
kind yet. Now, you have two sets of surveyors working toward

the same line. One of them establishes a line at a certain place
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and the other one, coming from the other direction, establighes
svhat should be the sane line a few feet awany. Of course that is
inaccurate, but that has been the way the world over from time
immemeorial. Of course the Government does not guarantee that |
is correct—— 1

Mr. FOSTER. The Government in issuing a homestead patent |
does not guarantee,

Mr. MANN. No; it does not state what the line is.

Mr. FOSTER. It does not give the line——

Mr, HAWLEY. Oh, yves; the Government does give the line,

Mr. FOSTER. It gives the putent——

Mr. MANN. By description I

Mr. FOSTER. By description. |

Mr. HAWLEY. No; it goes further than that. You can not |
make entry before the land Is snrveyed and the survey accepted. |
The surveyor comes and makes a survey and the examiner ap- |
proves it and the General Land Office accepts it. The Govern- |
ment establishes the lines, and under the established lines the
entryman Is entitled to make his entry. 8o the Gevermment
establishes the lines before the entryman gets the land, and the
Government ought not to change the boundary and deprive the
man of his land after he goes on the land, proves up on it. and
receives patent for it as applied for under a survey accepted by
the Government.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not believe we ought to establish such a
guestion by this kind of a bill. i

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chalrman, reserving the right to ob-,
ject, the gentleman from Oregon is correct that erdinarily the
‘Government does guarsntee to a man the monnmented area
that he enters. That is the only guaranty they can give him,
that if he enters a piece of land that is described correctly, the
land he receives is the tract as monumented. It may be de-
mseribed differently on a plat somewhere, but the land he receives
is the Jland that is monumented. The Government does mot
guarantee the acreage. There may be more or less, but it does
guarantee him that the land within certain limits is his. This
is n very unusual ense. There are very few cases of this sort
where one survey overruns another and both surveyrs are ac-
cepted, or where there have been two Government surveys over-
lapping each other, both approved. 1 know of many cases where
there is a hiatns between township and range boundaries. I .do
not remember having heard of a case where township boundaries
of aceepted surveys overlapped each other with monuments in
place, There is certainly an eqnity here, and it is net the sort
of case that is going to occur very often. though there are many
cases where there is a question as to the location of the lines of
survey and where the determination by the settler as to survey
corners is afterwards proven to be erroneous. .

Mr. HAWLEY. Whbere the change was made and in reference
to not finding the corners. :

Mr. MOXDELL. There are many cases where it is practically
impossible to find the corners and he afterwards suffers serious
doss by reason of that faet.

Mr. HAWLEY. This is on the Government corner.

Mr. MOXDELL. This is a case where there is no doubt about
the Meldrum survey having been accepted. and Meldrmm was a
man who made a good many surveys for the Government and has
f good reputation, as I recall it, as a surveyor. Then there came
a subdivision survey, where a man was supposed to have closed
on the Meldrum line. The Government assumed that its agent
closed on the Meldrum line or the survey would not have been
accepted. Asa matier of fact, he did not close on the Meldrum '
line, but ran beyond it. The Government is clearly bound by
what he did. 1t established two separate and distinet surveys.
It is a very unusual ease, and it is not a ease that will establish
a serious precedent. In many years experience in public-land
‘matters and in public-land States I do not recall I >ver heard of
just such a case. This man located on land as the Government
described by monuments. There is no question about that.
Then a Government survevor came along, and they held that the
former survey wuas the official township line and must stand.
The Government saw fit to aceept the Meldrum or former survey
as the official survey, and in so doing they deprived this man of
property that had been patented to him.

Mr. DILLON. DMr. Chairman, 1 made somewhnt of an inves-|
tigation of this ¢laim ns a member of the subcommittee. As 1
understand the facts, they are these: The Meldrum survey was
mnade in 1878, and the township lines were established; the
Government aecepted the survey of the township lines. In:
1898 Branson became the surveyor of the interior sections of
the township and made a survey of the same, and when Bran-
son made his survey the Government accepted it. Mr. Lucas:
made his filing and received lis patent nnder the Branson
survey. Now, they hnd a suit in court, Lucas winning the snit.

The patent ywas issued to him. The party who borders him on'

the north claimed that the corner was farther north, and he ap-
pealed to the department. The department then ordered a re-
tracing of the township lines, and Mr. Donglass swas sent there
for that purpose—to ascertnin where the true corner was on the
township line—and when that was ascertained it was moved
farther south. That survey was approved. and they derrived

_ ‘l:ginll.ncas of his land. It seems to me that this is an eguitable

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection te the present consid-

| eration of the bill?

Mr. FOSTER. 1 object, Mr. Chairman.
F. W. SCHULTZ.

Mr. DILLON. Mr. Chairman. I ask unanimous consent fo
0 back to the bill H. R. 15513, No. 318 on the calendar, for the
relief of F. W. Schultz.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota asks
ananimous consent to return to Ne. 318 on the ealendar. Is

there objection?
Mr. FOBTER. Reserving the right to object——
Reserving the right to object, what is that

Mr. BMANN.,
<laim?

Mr., DILLON. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Surra]
made an objection, and I ask to return to it in order that it
may be reconsidered.

Mr. FOSTER. What is that?
?Ilr. DILLON. That is a post-office case, No. 318 on the cal-
fenaar,

Mr. FOSTER. I object to that myself.
ESTATES OF JOHN FRAZER AND ZEPHANIAH KINGSLEY, DECEASED.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman. I ask unanimous
consent to go back to the bill which is No. 330 on the calendar,
H. R. 12679, to give the Court of Claims jurisdiction to hear
and adjndge the claims of the estate of John Frazer, deceased,
and of the estate of Zephaniah Kingsley, deceased.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Florida asks unani-
mous consent to revert to bill with calendar No. 330. Is there
objection ?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, what does that
mean—rto ask unanimous consent for its consideration?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks to revert to it

Mr. MANN. 1 bave no objection to having the guestion
stated again as to whether or not there is objection. I do not
wish to foreclose.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Florida asks unani-
mous consent to revert to Calendar No. 330. Is there objec-
tion? [After a panse.] The Chair hears nene. The Clerk will
report the title,

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 12670) to give the Court of Claims jurisdiction to hear
and adjudge the claims of the estate of John Frazer, deceased, and of
‘the estate of Zephaniah Kingsley, deceased.

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has already been reported. Is
there objection to the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. MAXNN. 1 object.

Mr. CLARK of Florida.
man withhold his objection?

Mr. MAXN. 1 will reserve the right to object.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Florida [Mr.
Crark] desire to make a statement?

Mr, CLAIK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, T think there must
have been some misunderstading as to the purpose of this bill.
I want to state to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxn]
that I think he misunderstands its purpose. The bill, Mr.
Chafrman, is simply to refer to the Court of Claims this case
for the purpose of having the court eonsider the unpaid portion
or res.due of the awards heretefore made. It Is not a gquestion
of interest; it is not a guestion of the Government paying inter-
est to n private claimant, but it is for the purpose of the Gov-
ernment paying a portion of an award which has absolutely
been made. And T might talk for a great length of time and I
think I ecould not make it any plainer than that. 1 sincerely
trust the gentleman will not object, but will let this matter go
to the Court of Clnims. The court can Investigate the whole
situation, and if a part of the awnrd has not been paid and the
Government still owes that portion of the award, the Govern-
ment ought to pay it. It is not a guestion, as I stated n mo-
ment ago, of a private individual seeking to recover interest
upen a clalm against the Government, but a private individual
seeking te recover a portion of an mward given against the Gov-
ernment which has never been paid. And I hope the gentle-
man will allow the court to pass on it

Mr, MAXN. Mr. Chairman, of course my information in re-
gard to the bill comes from the report. In this case I know

Mr. Chairman, will not the gentle-

nothing whatever about the bill except from the report and gen-
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eral historieal information which we all have In reference to
the treaty under which we acquired Florida. I notice the re-
port says that by the treaty of 1819 between Spain and the
United States, by which Spain ceded Florida to the United
States, the United States wag obligated to make full satisfac-
tion to the citizens of Spain for injuries by the unlawful op-
erations of the American Army in Florida. Congress provided
that these claims should be examined and adjusted by the judges
of the courts of Florida, and the awards were made for the
claimants. The judges allowed damages, and as a part of the
damages they allowed interest on the value of the property de-
stroyed.

The Treasury Department paid the face or principal value of
the judgment, but refused to pay that part of the damages which
wias assessed as interest. This ruling was made by the then
Seeretary of the Treasury. It has frequently been followed by
other Secretaries of the Treasury. Opinions of the Attorneys
General, various ones, have been given, sustaining the ruling of
the Secretary of the Treasury, though Daniel Webster, accord-
ing to the report, thought that it should be paid. The gquestiou
went to the Supreme Court of the United States, and that conrt
desided that it was for the Treasury Department to determine.
Now, the only claim they wish to refer to the Court of Clais
is the right to recover interest on these awards. Of course,
if there is any reason for the Government paying interest on
ihe original awards, there is the same reason for our paying
interest on the interest from 1819 down to date. There might
be the same reason for compounding, although I will not say
that. It might be quite a tidy sum by now.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chalrman, if the gentleman will
permit me, this is not a claim for the interest on the awards.

Mr. MANN. That is what the report says it is.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No; I beg the gentleman’s pardon.

Mr, MANN. Let me read what the report says. I think the
gentleman must have been reading some other portion of the
report. 1 read: :

In those cases In which awards were made for claims the judges
allowed damages and, as part of the damages, interest on the value of
the property destroyed.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yhich became a part of the awards

Mr. MANN., Well, that is Interest.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. There was no award until the court
rendered its decision.

Mr. MANN. There was no legal award in that case at all.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. We are not claiming the interest on
the award.

Mr, MANN. The gentleman is claiming interest on the value
of the property which was destroyed. I read again from the
report :

The Treasury Department paid the face or prineipal value of these
judgments, but refused to pay that part of the damages which was
assessed as interest.

Now, I do not guarantee the correctness of the report, which
I assume thé gentleman from Florida had something to do with
preparing.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No; I had not.

Mr. MANN. He should have had. In a complicated case like
this a gentleman introducing a bill ought to see that the report
is correct. That is what the report stated.

Mr. CLARK of Florida.. Well, I had seen the report before it
was made.

Mr. MANN. The Treasury paid the principal of this judg-
ment, but refused to pay that part which was assessed as inter-
est. Is there any more reason why we should pay interest from
1819, when this property was destroyed, down to 1834 than
there is why we should pay interest during the balance of the
time? The interest on this sum, if compounded, whatever it
was to begin with, would amount to quite a tidy sum. Now
the gentleman proposes to send this to the Court of Claims in a
way where the judgment has no chance at all. As the boys say.
it “would not have a show for its white alley.” It is fixed so
that the Court of Claims would be required to enter judgment.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, if my friend will
permit me——

Mr, MANN. I was trying to obtain information.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want to say this, if the gentleman
will permit me—the record says this:

By the treaty of 1819 Epain ceded Florida fo the United States.
Theé ninth article of that treaty obligated the United States to make
full satisfaction to the ecitizens of SBpain for the injuries by the unlaw-
fnl operations of the American Army In Florida.

Now, the United States assumed that obligation to pay to the
citizens of Spain the damages which had accrued to them by
the unlawful operations of the American Army in Florida.
These cases went to the courts of Florida, and in these cases in
which the awards were made for claims the judges allowed

damages, and, as part of the damages, interest on the value of
the property destroyed.

Now, this was a question of two nations dealing with each
other, not a question of a claim of a private citizen in the begin-
ning as against the Government: of the United States or any
other Government. They were adjusting the claims of one
nation as against the other, and the court, in construing this
ninth article of the treaty, held that these parties were en-
titled, as a part of the damages, to interest up to the time that
the awards were made.

Now, there is no pretense here of claiming interest on the
awards that were made, but an accounting officer of the Treas-
ury saw fit to eliminate the interest up to the time of the award
and simply paid the prineipal amount of the damages, the actual
value of the property, whatever it was.

Mr. MANN. Do I understand that the gentleman from
Florida thinks these were jundicial awards—judgments that
were entered?

Mr. CLARK of Florida.
courts of Florida,

. MANN. Waell, the gentleman is in error.
. CLARK of Florida. I think not.
. MANN. Congress provided for the judges——

Mr. CLARK of Florida. In these claims where awards were
made to the claimants the judges allowed damages, and, as
part of the damages, interest on the value of the property
destroyed. ‘

Mr. MANN. That is correct, that Congress provided in 1832
or 1834, or about that time——

Mr, CLARK of Florida., In 1823 and in 1832 and 1834 it
provided that the claims should be examined and adjusted by
the judges of the courts of Florida named in the acts.

Mr. MANN. They could not render judgments. That was
the very thing that the Supreme Court of the United States
decided.

Mr. CLARK of Florida.
they had no jurisdiction.

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman's pardon. The Supreme
Court decided that the judges of the courts of Florida could
not render judgments. They could make findings of fact; that
those findings of fact were reviewable by the Secretary of the
Treasury; and the Secretary of the Treasury, reviewing the
findings of fact, allowed the face of the claim as awards,

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes.

Mr. MANN, And declined to allow the interest. Now, they
took the case to the Supreme Court for the purpese of getting
these awards declared to be judicial awards and not within
the control of the Secretary of the Treasury. The Supreme
Court decided against them. I should like to ask the gentle-
man a question. Here are the French spoliation claims, arising
under a treaty of 1803, I believe, with France, by which this
country bound herself to pay the damages of our merchant-
marine owners in the contests between this country and Franece.
We have paid some of them. We have findings in a good
many. Does the gentleman think that if we pay them we
ought to pay interest on them? The cases are on all fours.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I think that if the
Government of the United States establishes a tribunal fo ad-
just claims of this character between one nation and another,
which elaims the United Stafes assumes, the United States in
all honor ought to be bound by the decisions of its own tribunal,
created by itself, acting for it, having knowledge of all of the
facts, -and when that tribunal makes an award the TUnited
States ought surely to keep faith.

Mr. MANN. Agreeing with the gentleman entirely and
finding that the Supreme Court of the United States has de-
cided that the tribunal of last resort in this case was the
Secretary of the Treasury and that we have paid all claims
that the Secretary of the Treasury found to be due, why is
not the gentleman willing to take that decision, which he
says we ought to take? ;

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Does the geraeman say the Su-
preme Court of the United States ever decided that this interest
ought not to be paid up to the time of the award?

Mr. MANN. The Supreme Court never decided one way or
the other about it.

Mr, CLARK of Florida.
jurisdiction.

Mr. MANN. They held that it was within the control of the
Secretary of the Treasury.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. If the gentleman will permit me, a
case involving the point was taken to the Supreme Court, which
held that they had no jurisdiction of the matter. That was the
case of the United States v. Ferreira (14 How., 40, 47).

These were awards made by the

The Supreme Court decided that

No; they held that they had no
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err. MANN. I do not know what the gentleman is reading
om.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I am reading from the report.

Mr. MANN. They entertained jurisdiction of the case. They
decided the case, To say that they had no jurisdiction of the
case is idle.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. T am reading from the report.

Mr, MANN. They said they bad no jurisdiction te render
jndgment, because it was a matter not for the courts, but for
the administrative officers. Now, the gentleman seeks by an
act of Congress to reverse that decision of the Supreme Conrt.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. If the gentleman will permit, I am
going to read all of this.

Mr. MANN. 1 hope not all of that decision.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Neoj; all of this paragraph of the
Teport:

A cnse Involving the point was taken to the Supreme Court, which
held that it had no juxgdlcﬂon of the case. (U. 8. » Ferreira, 13
How., 40, 47.) The court, however, ed to render an opinion
in the case, holding that the power of revision and control had been
vested in the Secretary of the Treasury, If the court had no jurisdic-
tion in the case, then 1t would seem that any epinion It might glve
therein would be pothing more than a mere dicta and not law.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is reading the opinion of an
attorney now.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. 1 am reading the report, with which
I agree. Here is the Court of Claims, organized by the United
States; and surely we can trust the Court of Claims to do
ample and exact justice in this matter. These are old matters
that have been banging for years. There has been no laches
on the part of these claimants. and I wish the gentieman would
not object, but that he would let this matter go to the Ceurt
of Claims. and let that court say whether or not the Gov-
ernment, under the law, is bound to pay this part of the award,

interest up to the time of the making of it, if the gentleman

desires to call it interest. but no interest on the award itself.
They held that that was a part of the measure of damages up
to that time, and rendered the award accordingly. I think the
gentleman——

Mr. MANN. It is really impossible—

Mr. CLARK of Florida. The Government can risk nothing by
allowing this to go to the Court of Claims.

Mr. MAXNN. I am really becoming convinced that the gentle-
man from Florida is In earnest in mrging this, I thought at
first that it was pro forma.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Tam ir earnest

Mr. MANN. I am now convinced that the gentleman is in
earnest.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I have quite a number of con-
stitnents who have claims of this character.

Mr. MANN. They onght to put them in a basket with the
French spoliation claims.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No. The gentleman must know that
this question is by no means free from doubt. Here was Daniel
Webster differing entirely from these accounting offices of the
Treasury.
mMr.ndllAl\‘N. I suppose he had the French spoliation claims

mind. -

Mr. CLARK of Flerida. T would rather take his legal opinion
than that of some others, But be that as it may, it certainly
envelops the whole situntion in doubt. and these claimants will
be here hammering at Congress for years and years to come un-
Jess a ense like this ean go to the Court of Claims to be judicially
determined once and for all. I can not for the life of me see
any possible objection to that.

Mr. MANN. Would the gentfleman be willing to add to this
bill a provision that the I'rench spoliation claims should go to
the Court of Claims with authority to render judgment?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. That would simply mean to kill the
bill. The gentleman knows that.

Mr. MANN. ©Oh, well, I would not be in favor of doing it
myself, iIf the gentlemsan would. Do not misnnderstand me.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. If those enses came here for a hear-
ing I should expect to pass on them in view of the facts in the
case. These are the facts in this cpse: These jeople believe
they are entitled to this money. There is certsinly doubt as to
whether they are or not, and I believe this great Government
ought to be fair in this matter.

I think there is too much of a disposition in the House to
attempt here to keep the courts of the ceuntry from passing on
claims against the Government., I want to say that the Govern-
ment of the United States ought to do what the Government
requires the citizens of this country to do. A citizen of the
country is forced into court. He must abide by its decision.
Here are a great number of cases dependent on the settlement of
this one principle. What harm can there be to allow the Gov-

ernment to go Into its own court with its own citizens and de-
termine the question as to liability once and for all? The
Government ought to do right when the Government expects the
citizens of the country to Jo right. 3

Mr. MANN. If the Government was not a soft mark snch a
statement as the gentleman from Florida makes would not be
made. Anybedy who can sue a citizen can sue the Government,
except in a case of frond.  But in this case, where you ean not
ste a citizen under similar conditions, then the people want
special legislation to get .nto the Court of Claims ugainst the
Government. There would be no suit here lle against a citizen
if this were a matter between two citizens.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Why not?

Mr. MANN. You can bring a suit in the Court of Claims now.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. And run up aguainst the statute of
limitations.

AMlr. MANN. Yes: but that is not all. If it was between two
citizens and the mutter had been delegated for adjudieation to
one of the officers of the Covernment and he Lad decided it, that
would end it as to the citizen. But not so as to the Government,
Here is a case where the Supreme Court has decided against the
people, where several Secretaries of the Treasury have decided
agninst them, where several Attorneys General of the United
States have decided against them, and yet my friend from Flor-
ida says this Government ought to treat them as well as cit-
izens. If this had been between two citizens there never would
have been but one decision, and yet they have had half a dozen
decisions or more already.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman name a Supreme
Court decision where they have decided against the payment of
these c¢laims?

Mr. MANN. T did not say that. It went to the Supreme
Court and the court declded agsinst yon and sald it was a mat-
ter for the Secretary of the Treéasury to determine. Several
Secretaries of the Treasury have decided against these claim-
ants. ;

Mr. CLARK of Florida. But the award bad been rendered
in their favor. How does the gentleman get rid of the award?

Mr. MANXN. Has the gentleman ever read the award?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Let me ask the gentleman a gues-
tion: Suppose two individuals agree to arbitrate a matter, sol-
emnly enter into it under the statutory regulation, and the
award is made under that arbitration, wounld not the gentleman
think that the parties were bound by it; would not they be
held to it?

Mr. MANN. That is not this case. In this case they made a
finding as the Court of Claims makes findings every day as to
the valne of property taken. It did not take any brains to say
that interest ought or should not amount to so much.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman answer this
question?

Mr. MANN. I will if T can, although I am not on the wit
ness stand in this case.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. At whose instance were these
awnrds made; who provided the tribunal?

Mr. MANN. Congress provided that these people could go to
the courts in Florida and have the findings made, but the court
conld not render jundgment; it was simply to make findings.
The Supreme Court of the United States decided that they were
not awards.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman point out the
decision and the name of it?

Mr. MANN. I will read from the report:

The fact that these claims are old shonld not militate against them
if they are just. That they are just has been frequem;f held by com-
mittees of Congress. The main guestion in issue, or one the questlons,
has been whether the findings of the jndges who were given jurisdie-
tion to hear the cascs were judicial awards or whether they were mere
administrative fndings. subject to the supervisory authority of the
Secretary of the Treasury.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. On what page of the report?

Mr. MAXN. Page 2 of the report. The gentleman ought
to be as familiar with it as T am. I am reading from the
second complete paragraph from the top, on page 2.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Duniel Wehster when Attorney Gen-
eral held strongly that they were judicial awards,

Mr. MANN. Certainly. He and the Supreme Court did not

agree.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. The Supreme Court did not pass
upon that. Will the gentleman rend where it did?

Mr. MANN. 1 have read it three times from the report of
the Honse committee. I do not guarantee whether the report
is correct or not.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. If the gentleman will show me
where the Supreme Court has decided that question, I will with-
draw.
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Mr. MANN. T have shown the gentleman where the eommit-
tee claims that the court decided it. 1 do net think the gen-
tleman from Florida or myself has examined the Supreme
Court opinion.

Mr. CLARK of Florida.

Mr. MANN. 1 have not.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Neither of us know anything about
it except what we get from the report; but I do know that the
Congress of the United States fixed this tribunal of Florida
jndges to adjudicate and adjust this matter, and they found
what was due and declared what wus due: but the accounting
officer of the Treasury eliminated a portion of it, and now we
are simply ssking pothing but to go to the Court of Claims to
determine whether it is just or not.

Mr, DONOVAN. Mr. Chairmman, the regular order. The gen-
tlemen ought not to take up the whole day with just one case
when there are so many meritorious etses on the calendar.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consider-
ation of the bill?

Mr. MANN. I object.

EDWARD A. THOMPSON,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. K. 7287) for the relief of Edward A, Thomp.on.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any movey In the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $10,000 te Edward A.
Thompson, to compensate him for the loss of his son, Harold A. Thomp-
egon, late a seaman on the 1. 8, 8, Georyia, who was killed In the per-
formance of his duty on said ship.

The following committee amendments were read:

In line 5 strike out the figures * $10.000 " anl Insert in lleu thereof
the figures * $125.40." In lipe 6, aiter the word * Thompson,” strike
out e remainder of eald bill and substitute the following words:
“and sald Ed\ ard A. Thompsen shall be regarded as the dnly desigz-
nated beneficiary of the late Harold A. Thompson, a seaman on the
U. S. 8. [llineis, who was killed in the performance of his duty on
gaid ship.”

The CHAIRMAN.
eration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object. I wounld like to
ask the committee if it is the intention where the law does
not provide for payment as a beneficinry who is dependent
to always report special bills? If so, what Is the object of
having the law In relation to the Army and Navy provide thar
jsople shall be dependent in order fo get this sum? Here
is a case where the law provides that on the death of a
man in the Navy his father or mother, dependent upon him.
shall receive six months' pay if he designates some one a8 a
beneficiary. Several times where the man has failed to desig-
Tute a beneficiary we bave ordered the payment of the money,
but in this case the father frankly admits that he was not
dependent upon the boy. but it is proposed to pay him as
though he were. Of course, that is a nice thing, but what is
the object in having the law?

Mpr. POU. Mr. Chairman. I know nothing about the matter
except what appears In the report.

Mr. REILLY of Connecticut. Mr, Chairman, it Is true that
the law Is such that payment can not be made except where
the beneficiary is dependent. The father of this boy, who was
killed while performing his duty on board ship, is not de-
pendent and never was dependeut upon that boy. He is a man
in ordinary circumstances. It appears to me that this is a
mighty small award for the loss of a son, yet the committee
saw fit to make the award. 3

I do not know what the policy of the committee is, hecause
T am not a member of it. I simply know the fact, as the father
very honestly stated that he was not dependent upon his son,
and that his son lost his life in the service of the Government.

Mr. MAXNN. We have changed the law so that now the
beneticiary is not required to be dependant. The boy can nawme
the father or the mother as the beneficiary without any evi-
dence to show that either was dependent. But this bill is con-
sidered by unanimous consent. Is this committee amendment
gatisfactory to the gantleman?

Mr. REILLY of Connectient. It is not satisfactory to me.
for 1 think an award of $125 for the loss of a son Is a mighty
small one.

Mr. MANN. I do not mean if it is wholly satisfactory, but
whether the gentleman is going to resist it.

Alr. REILLY of Connecticut. I will not resist it. as it is
the enstomary six months pay award, though I think there
gbould be a much larger amount given.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

1 have not.

Is there objection to the present consid-

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, without going into any lengthy
discussion of the matter. I will state that I have had matters
very similar to this upon several occasious, and I object.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi objects.

RICHARD RIGGLES.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 13728) for the relief of Richard Riggles.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Br it gnacted, ete., That the Seeretary of the Treasury be, and he fs
hereby, directed to pay. out of nny money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, the sum of $5.000 to Richard Riggles, in full gn!-
ment for injuries sustained by him on the 6th day of‘Februar . 18835,
while In the discharge of his duties at the navy yard, Washington,
resulting In the loss of his right leg.

With the following committee amendments:

In line 5 strike ont the fgures " £5,000" and insert In Heu thereof
the figures ** $500.80."

in line 3, after the word * leg,” strike ount the period, substitute a
colon, and add the following:

* Pru ed, That no agent. attorney. firm of attorneys. or any per-
sons engaged herefofore or hereafter in preparing, presenting. or prose-
cuting this elaim shall, directly or indirectly. receive or retain for such
service in preparing. presenting, or prosecuting suca elaim. or for any
act whatreever in connection with tgis claim, any fee or compensation
whatsoever.”

The CHAIRMAN.
tion of the bill?

Mr. MANN. AMr. Chairman, reserving the right to object,
let me see if T understand it. Here is a man who was working
in the Washington Navy Yard at $1.60 per day. He lost kis
leg, and ns a result of that he is now working in the navy yard
at the rate of $3.28 a day. That probably does not compensate
him for the loss of his leg. If he gets paid this sum, they may
consider themselves justified in discharging him. He is already
getting more than twice as much pay without the leg as he did
before with the leg.

Mr. POU. Baut he has not got his leg hack.

Mr. MANN. XNo; bnt he has gotten consideration from the
Governnient because of the loss of his leg.

Mr. POU. We thought in view of the fact that he was in-
jured without any fault on his part that the man ought to have
some compensation, and that is all there is fto it.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears nvne. The
question is on agreeing to the committee amendments.

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended wus ordered to be laid aside with a
favorable recommendation.

JOSEPH A. POWERS.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. K. 11394) for the relief of James A. Powers.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.. That there is hereby appropriated. out of nn;
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. the sum of $312.1
as compensation to James A. P'owers, a letter carrier la the eity of
New York N. Y., for loss of sahu{r and for med.cal services re.uiting
from Injuries received by him on February 23, 1912, from the break-
ing of a stool which he was using in his employment.

With the following committee amendments:

In line 5 strike out the fizures ** $312.17 " and insert in lleu thereof
the figures " $256.17." In line 5, after the word *“ to." strike out the
word< " James A. Powers™ and iosert in lien thereof ihe words

» Joseph A. I'owers.’
In line 7. after the word * salary,” strike out the words * and for

medical services.™

Anend the title so as to read: “A bill for the relief of Joseph
A, Powers.”

The CHAIRMAN.
eration of the bill?

Mr., MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object,
I would like to ask oune question in reference to this amend-
ment. The awendment limits the reason for the amount
which Is to be pald to compensation for loss of salary while
in the hospital. Is it intended by the committee to lenve this
open so that the man may hereafter have another bill brought
for injury. hospital ebarges. and surgeous’ bills, or is it intended
that this sumn is in full paywent of all that the Government
ought to puy?

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman. it is intended as full discharge
of any possible obligation that the Governwent might be under
in the premises.

The CHAIRMAN. 1s there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none. The guestion is on agreeing to the com-
mittee smendments.

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a
favorable recommendation.

Is there objection to the present considern-

Is there objection to the present consid-
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JOHN P. EHRMANN,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was
the bill (H. 1. 13591) for the relief of John P. Ehrmann,

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, aunthorized and dirccted to pay, out of any moneys in the
United States Treasory not otherwise uPpmpriated. the sum of
$£520.50 to John P. Ehrmann, in full of all claims he may have againsi
the Government for injuries received by him while employed l!y the
United States as foreman, gun shop, Watervliet Arsennl, N. Y., for
loss of salary, hosplital charges, and surgeon Dbills resulting from
sald injuries,

With the following committee amendments:

In line 6 strike out the figures * $520.50 " and insert in licu thereof
the fizures ** $245.50."

In line 6, after the name “ Ehrmann,” strike out remainder of said
bill and add the followlng words: * for loss of salary while in hospital
suffering from injuries received by him while employed by the United
States as foreman, gun shop, Watervliet Arsenmal, N, Y.”

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.
The question is on agreeing to the committee amendments.

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a
favorable recommendation.

H, E. JOHNSON ET AL.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was
House resolution 551, referring the bill H. R. 1040 to the Court
of Claims.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 551.

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 1049) for the relief of H. E. Johnson,
John ¥. Shelley, Jane M, Johnson, and Duff Quinn, with the accompany-
ing papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims
for a finding of facts and conclusions of law. *

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection fo the present consid-
eration of the resolution?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object,
there are several of these resolutions on the calendar. Does the
gentleman from Idaho think it would be doing anybody a favor
to refer to the Court of Claims a claim for $25 for a resident
of Idaho?

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, these claims will be consid-
ered as one, the total amount being upward of $600. Of course,
personally I would much prefer to see the bill introduced passed
instead of the resolution, but there is a desire on the part of the
committee to secure a finding of facts in the case, and so the
committee reported the resolution in lieu of the bill.

Mr. MANN. Has the Reclamation Service made any report
on this?

Mr. FRENCH. This is a matter that is directly under the
Indian Department, because the Indian Department has——

Mr. MANN. Well, has the irrigation service in the Indian
Office made any report?

Mr, FRENCH. I understand so.

Mr. MANN. What do they say?

Mr. FRENCH. I understand the facts are such as to sub-
stantiate the bill.

Mr. MANN. Well, if this is a matter that must be in the
end really determined by the Government administrative of-
ficers, here Is an irrigation service either in the Indian Office
or the Reclamation Service that overflows land and a claim is
made for $25 that is to be referred to the Court of Claims in
‘Washington.

Mr. FRENCH. Of course, as I say, I much prefer that the
bill be passed instead of the resolution, but I yielded to it with
the belief that the entire amount of the claims will be consid-
ered as one.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The resolution was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable
recommendation.

OFFICERS AND CREW OF STEAMER “ HANCOCK."”

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 16717) authorizing and directing the Secretary of
the Treasury to pay certain moneys to the officers and crew of
the steamer Hancock or their legal representatives.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, eto.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he Is
reby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the
sury not otherwise appropriated, to the following-nam members

of the crew of the steamer Hancock or their legal representatives the
Emn set opposite their respective names: E Wheeler, $162.81;
Charles L. Wilson, R. Crook

miet Kent, $114.87: $193.61; A. R. Crook,
48,81 : John H. Sanner, $111.55; rge Simpson, $101.01; Ellery
itt, $71.53; Harlow N. Davoe 20.16; David Tindall, $83.20;

2 N
together with Interest thereon from August 16, 1605,

The committee amendment was read, as follows:
Page 1, strike out lines 8, 9, and 10, and on page 2, strike out lines

1, 2, and 3, down to the word * five,” ‘and insert the following:
“E. 8, Wheeler, $142.31; Bamley' Kent, $83.87: &
S11872+ A B CrBoﬁ: 3360, y , $83.87: Charles L. Wilson,

13 : “ ) 0T ;5 -
son, £63.268; Ellery ﬁewitt. siﬁ-%%zj:nﬂlir!ﬁng{rbizggg'S?E?Drf ? Ialial:r!})d
Eémﬁéa‘g'%ﬁ :hwtll;i- p?yﬁgnts tbeh:u; in the nature of relief for losses
o g e .190.’%" ¢ sinking of the U. 8. 8. Hancock on the 16th day

The CHAIRMAN.,
the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, as I
understand the case, and if I am in error I wish to be corrected,
these men were serving upon a vessel of the engineers in the
War Department. They had a collision with a steamer ealled
the Hancock. A suit was brought by the Government against
the owners of the Hancock, and the suit was settled so that the
Hancock owners paid half the loss, including the loss to the
Government employees on the Government vessel, and that that
mouney they have received.

Is there objection to the consideration of

Mr. POU. That is correct, only the steamer was named the
Binghamton.
Mr. MANN. These men hired an expensive attorney—possi-

bly not an expensive attorney—and now seek to have the Gov-
ernment pay the other half of the loss as well as their attorney
fees. In the first place, Mr. E. 8. Wheeler's loss was $41. His
proportion of the attorney's fees was $121.81, and he wants
us to pay the total amount. His loss was $41. He has got half
of that already. His attorney’s fees were $121.80, and he
wants us to pay $142.31. That is the way I understand the
case, Is that correct?

Mr. DOREMUS. The gentleman is correct, in a measure.
The amount specified in the bill is one-half the loss sustained
by the members of the crew.

Mr., MANN. That is just what I just stated.

Mr. DOREMUS. And their proportionate share of the at-
torney’s fees which they contributed. 1 will state to my friend
from Illinois that this attorney was employed by the interveners
with the consent and approval and, if I am not mistaken,
upon the recommendation of the district attorney. The in-
terveners paid the attorney out of their own pockets, and the
attorney practically conducted the case on behalf of the Gov-
erninent.

Mr. MANN. The attorney did what? :

Mr. DOREMUS. Conducted the case practically on behalf
of the Government.

Mr. MANN, Well, he should get paid, then, through the
Department of Justice.

Mr. DOREMUS. But they could not get paid through the
Department of Justice for the loss,

Mr. MANN. Now, the total loss, to begin with, of all of these
men, on their own statement, was $715. They recovered half
of this. They paid $395 for a special attorney, and there re-
mains unpaid $357.50.

Mr. DOREMUS. That is correct.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Wheeler is a United States assistant en-
gineer, or was, who recommended the payment of this claim.
That is the way we get it.

Mr. DOREMUS. The payment of this claim has been recom-
mended by the Chief Engineer of the Army——

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes.

Mr. DOREMUS. And by the Judge Advocate General of the
Army, and all others who have to do with it.

Mr. MANN. To start with, Mr. Wheeler had lost $41. He
had an attorney’s fee of $121.81. If I had been in Mr. Wheeler's
place, I would have pocketed the loss——

Mr. DOREMUS. I do not know what part he played in this
matter.

Mr. MANN. I am only reading from his statement, and I have
not raised any question about his veracity at all.

Mr. DOREMUS. Tbe fact is that these men suffered the loss
through no fault of their own. They paid the attorney fee with
the consent and approval of the Department of Justice. So what
good reason can exist for not reimbursing them?

Mr. MANN. This reason exists: If this was a suit the De-
partment of Justice had anything to do with, the Department of
Justice should have attended to it, and I think they did. And
if the Department of Justice had any authority to hire an out-
side attorney, it had authority to pay him.

Mr. DOREMUS. Well, I would not say positively that they
hirved him, but I know that the attorney was engaged in hehalf
of the interveners with the consent and approval of the district
attorney's office, and that the attorney whom they engaged prac-
tically prosecuted the case ngainst the owners of the Binghamton
on the part of the men.
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Mr. MANN. Here was a case where there was no liability
on the part of the Government at all. Nobody pretends there
was. Certain people suffered loss. They bronght suit against
the people who were liable. They sottled that suit for less
than they said their damages were, and then turn around and
wint the United States, which was not liable in the first in-
stance. to pay them more than it would have paid if it had paid
the full claim that they made in the first instance against other
parties.

Mr. DOREMUS. The gentleman has no right to assume that
there is no liability at all on the part of the Government.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not claim there was any
Hability ? .

Mr. DOREMUS. This case was prosecuted against the own-
ers of the Ringhamton.

Mr. MANN. Yes. But the Government was not liable. The
Government did nat own the Binghamiton.

Mr. DOREMUS. The owners of the Binghamton claimed
there was negligence on the part of the Government, Now, the
qguestion of negligence was never judiclally determiued, but the
suit was compromised.

Mr. MAXXN. Baut if there had been negligence on the part of
the Government. the Government would not have been linble
to the very men who were negligent. These men were operating
the boats. They were the men who had that collision.

Mr. DOREMUS. The gentleman assnmes, in his argnment,
thnt the gentlemen named in this bill are the responsible parties
in that they were negligent. There is no proof in the record or
in the report to bear him out.

Mr. MAXN. I think there is. The man who was in charge
wns the United States assistant engineer. He was the chief
officer there. [ ‘

Mr. SISSON. If the gentleman will permit. the report ought
to show the exact relations they bore to this vessel, beranse
that would determine nbsolutely the question which is in the mind
of the gentleman from Illinois,

Mr. DOREMUS. I will say to my friend from Mississippl
that the qnestion of negligence wos never judicially determined.
After the case was tried, and before a final determination, the
parties got together and compromised by the owners of the
Binghamton paying one-half of the loss.

Mr. MAXNN. This claim covers the officers and men on board
Government vessels,

Mr. DOREMUS. That is troe.

Mr. MANN. Of course there was only linbility on the part
of the Government, whether they were or were not negligent.
If anybody was negligent they were negligent. I will say to
the gentleman that under the precedent we could pay to the men
one-half of the loss. They have nlrerdy recovered the other
haif, but nnder the precedent which Congress has followed for
yeass it will not pay nttorneys' fees.

Mr. DOREMUS. Will the gentleman object?

Mr. MANN. Certainly, I will obje~t. 1f I did mnot object
40 other men here wounld do so, unless it is reduced to the
amount of the nctual loss.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of
the bill?

Mr. MANN. T objeect.

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The Clerk will report
the next bill.

PATRICK J. FITZGERALD. DECEASED.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. . 13350) for the relief of the widow and heirs at law
of atrick J. Fitzgerald. dece'sed.

The bill wans read. as follows:

Be it enacted, ete, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereb: -
thorized and directed to pay to the widow and helirs at law of 'atrick J.
Fitzuerald, deceased. out of any moune
appropriated. the sum of $2,000, in fufl compensation for the death of
sajd l'atrick J. Fitzgerald, on Jannary 3, 1907, caused by injuries re-
celved on lecember 41, 1906, wnlle employed as a chain maker, fourth
class, in the navy yard of the United States at Boston, Mass,

The CHAIIRRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of
the bill?

There was no objection.

The following committee amendment was read :

Page 1, line 6, strike out “ $5.000 " and insert ** §$2,000."

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agrecing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The smendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a
favorable recommendation.

in the Treasu not otherwise

THOMAS C. HYDE.

The next brsiness in order on the I'rivate Calendar was the
bill (H. RR. 11158) for the relief of Thowmas C. Hyde.

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, T ask ananimous consent to pass
this bill over without prejudice.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
Pou] asks unanimons consent that the bill may be passed with-
out prejudice. Is there objecrion?

Mr. MANN. What does that mean; to pass over without

prejudice?
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not know.
Mr. POU. I do pot want it to appear that there was any

objection to the considerstion of the bill, because there is some
additional information which rthe gentleman would like to give.

Mr, MANN. Just pass it, then.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the bill will be passed
over, and retain its place on the calander.

There was no objection.

GEORGE T. LARKIN,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 305) for the relief of George T. Larkin.

The bill, with committee amendments, was read in full

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present conslder-
ation of the hill?

Mr. MANN. I object.

( WICKLIFF FRY.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. IR. 10025) for the relief of Wickliff Fry, for horse lost
while hired by the United States Geological Survey.

The Clerk rend the hill. as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $185 he, and the same here
is, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasary of the Unit
States not otherwise nppro%{_inred. and the Secretary of the Trenaur{
is hereby directed to v icklif Fry. a ecitizen of ['ellroy, Carrol
County. In the State of Ohio, in compensation for one horse owned by
him and which lost its life while hired by the United States Geo-
logical Survey.

With a committee amendment, asg follows:

Amend, line 8, by striking out “ $185" and imserting * $135."

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I would like to
ask if this bill was ever referred to the Interior Department?
1t is for the less of a horse hired by a conple of men in the
Geological Survey. who deliberately hitched the horse in a
place where no man who knew anything about horseflesh
would fail to know that it would kill the horse. and it did.
Now, does the department recommend that the Government
pay this, instead of the employees?

Mr. POU. 1 will say to the gentleman that it was referred
to the Geological Survey.

Mr. MANN. Here is a statement from the report. It says:

The testimony of Mr, F‘l-’\: and two witnesses who were with him
‘lmmedlatelly upon bearing that the horse was dead was to the effect
that the place where they hitched this horse was bog<y, and that the
borse had mired up to his body. and that in the struggle had been
choked to death; that the rope by which he had been t hnd been
tied around his neck and had not n placed thron the bLridle ring,
and clalm that if ordinary care had been exercised In the care of th
khorse be would not have n killed.

That is perfectly patent to anybody who knows enough to
drive a horse or hiteh it. If the Geological Survey wants to
send out men who know nothing about hitching a horse,
either as to the method of hitehing or the place of hitching,
they ought to so report.

Mr. POU. The committee thought that the owner of the
horse onght not to suffer.

Mr. MANN. The owner of the horse ought not to suffer.
He ought to sue these men.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of this bill?

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, 1 object.

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. ‘The Clerk will re-
port the next bill.

MICHAEL F. 0"HARE.

The next brsiness in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (II. k. G330) for the relief of Michael F. O'Hare.
The Clerk read the bill, ns follows:

.Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is herehy, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury of the ['nited States uot otherwise appropriated, to Michael
F. O'Hare, of Tynzsboro, Mass., the sum of $200, in full COMmpensi-
tion for loss of cow and injury to his business through neglizence on
the part of employees of the United States Lepartment of Agricultare,
Bureau of Entomology, on June 11. 1911,

With a committee amendment. as follows:

Amend, lne 7, by striking out * $200 ™ and inserting “ $85."

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman. reserving the right to object,
what were the facts of this cuse?
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Mr. POU. T wiil say to my friend from Mississippi that I
know nothing about it exeept what appears in the report.

Mr. SISSON. It says:

Some days after Dr. Harris called at the office, Mr. O'Hare came in
and told of the déath of the cow and asked what we conld do in relm-
bursing him for the loss of the animal. 1 expressed my regret concern-
ing his loss and told him he had better see his Congressman, Butler

es, of Lowell, and ask him to Introduce a bill for relief.

How did the Agricultural Department get hold of the cow?
How did it become liable for the loss of this cow?

Well, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the objection. I notice here
that the employees of the Agricultural Department left some
arsenate of lead exposed and the cow got hold of that.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be lald aside with a
favorable recommendation.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next one.

LOUIS JONES,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 13483) for the relief of Louis Jones,

The bill was read, with committee amendiments,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. I object.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]
objects. The Clerk will report the next one.

FRED HENDERSON.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 13482) for the relief of Fred Henderson.

The bill was read, with committee amendments.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-
slderation of the bill?

Mr. MANN. I object.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects.
The Clerk will report the next one,

FEED LARSEN.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
resolution (H. Res. 552) to refer H. RR. 1052, a bill for the relief
of Fred Larsen, to the Court of Claims.

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:

House resolution 552,

Resolved, That the bill (. R. 1052) for the rellef of Fred Larsen,
wiith the accompanying papers, be, and the same is herehy, referred to
the Court of Claims for a finding of facts and conclusions of law.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consider-
ation of the resolution?

Mr. MANN. I reserve the right to object.

Mr, FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, the question arises on account
of a reservoir site and lands that were owned, or rather entered.
by Fred Larsen being taken by the Government in the con-
struction of a reservoir in connectlon with an irrigation
system. There is a difference between Mr. Larsen and the
Government as to the value of the property destroyed, Mr.
Larsen claiming that he was damaged to the amount of $4,700
and the department raising not only the question as to the
amount of damages, but also raising the question of entryman’'s
rights to the land; raising the question of whether or not he
had forfeited his rights to the land. Altogether it seems a ques-
tion, in view of the conflicting report of the department and
the evidence submitted by Mr. Larsen, that should go to the
Court of Claims.

Mr. MANN. This is just for a finding of faect?

Mr, FRENCH. Yes; simply for a finding of fact and con-
clusions of law. This ease and the next one are alike, and they
arise from the same irrigation project.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the resolution?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object,

in the securing of these rights in reservoir sites the Government
agrees with the claimants upon what damages there shall be?
Mr. FRENCH. Ordinarily, yes; and most of the claims were
settled. -
Mr. FOSTER. When they are not settled, and there is disa-
eement, how is it managed—by referring it to the Court of
aims?
Mr. FRENCIL Ordinarily not. Here is a case, howerver,
where the Government has taken the position, apparently, that
these entrymen have not complied with the law sufficiently to

i and the laws governing the

acquire ‘tltle to the lands in order to be entitled to damages.
Now, there is a question there. !

Mr. FOSTER. They were paid damages?

Mr. FRENCH. No. This man has been paid no damages.

Mr. FOSTER. He held this land as a homestead site?

Mr. FRENCH. He had taken it as a homestead entry.

Mr. FOSTER. He had entered upon the land?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes; he had entered upon the land, and had
mude improvements. His affidavit in evidence sets forth that
be is damaged to the extent of $4.700. The department’s report
Is adverse, raising not only the question of the amount of dam-
ages, but the title that this man may have to the land itself ;
and I think under the cirecumstances it is a very fair case Lo
go to the Court of Claims for the finding of facts.

Mr. FOSTER. Have they had other cases of this kind?

Mr. FRENCH. 1 do not know. Most of the eases, I sill say,
were determined by the Government and the settlers through
a representative of the department being sent there.

Mr. FOSTER. To settle what damages there were?

M:. FRENCH. Yes; to settle and arrange a basis for pay-
ment.

Mr. FOSTER. What was the claim here? DId the depart-
men(t”set up a claim that it was an illegal entry for a home-
stea

Mr. FRENCH. Rather that the entryman had not complied
with the law. Mr, Larson did not see the representative of
the department at all. In fact, both Mr. Larson and Mr. An-
derson were in that situation. Neither one of them saw the
representative of the department at all, and consequently did
not present the facts in the cases to the representativc of the
department. - ;

Mr. FOSTER.
well founded?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes. : !

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the resolution? :

There was no objection.

The resolution was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable
recommendation. ;

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next one.

PETER W. ANDERSON.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
resolution (H. Res. 553) to refer H. RR. 1051, a bill for the relief
of Peter W. Anderson, to the Court of Claims.

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:

House resolution 553,

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 1051) for the relief of Peter W, Ander-
son, with the accompanying papers, be, and the same 18 hereby, referred
to the Court of Claims for the finding of facts and conclusions of law.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the resolution?

There was no objection.

The resolution was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable
recommendation. :

EUGENE A. FREUND AND ALFRED F. ROEMMICH.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 10475) for the relief of Eugene A. Freund and
Alfred F. Roemmich.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

Mr. MANN. Mpr, Chairman, I object.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Illinois objects.

GATTLEIB SCHLECT AND OTHERS,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 5058) for the relief of Gattleib Schlect and Maurice
D. Higgios, and for the relief of the heirs and legal representa-
tives of Willlam Bindhammer and Valentine Brasch.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. MANN, Mr. Chairman, T object.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects.

MATTHEW LOGAN.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar
bill (8. 3761) for the relief of Matthew Logan. &

The bill was read. as follows: :

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of the pension laws
Natlopal Home for hled Volunteer
Soldiers, or any branch thereof, Matthew Logan shall hereafter be
held and considered to have becn honorably discharged from the mill-
tary service of the United States as a private of Battery H, IMrst
Regiment Rhode Island Yolunteer Light Artlllery, on the 25th day of
July, 1885: Provided, That no pcnsion’ suball” acerue prior to the
passage of this act. o

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill. ot : ; j s

There was no objection.

Is this to ascertain whether the damages are

was !:ha
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The bill was ordered to be lald aside to be reported to the
House with a favorable recommendation.

ANKIE E. WHITE AND HEIRS OF PATRICK WHITE, DECEASED.

i The next bill in order on the Private Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 13257) for the relief of Annie H. White and the heirs
of Patrick White, deceased.

" The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, T object.

Mr. HAYDEN. Will the gentleman withhold his objection
for just a moment?

Mr, MANN. I will, but I will renew it.

Mr, HAYDEN. This is a most meritorious measure. It is
an attempt to do justlce to one who has been greviously
wronged by the military authorities of the United States.

Mr. MANN. Oh, this is not a bill that can pass by nnanimous
consent. I do not think it would pass if T could get a few
minutes in the House to explain it. It is a little older than the
hills and not quite as old as some of the mountains and never
had any merit in it. :

Mr. HAYDEN. -If the gentleman from Illinois intends to
object, it is, of course, useless to delay the consideration of other
bills by discussing the matter at this time, although I do not
at all agree with the statement that he has just made. If a
snitable opportunity is given me I believe that I can convince
a majority of the Members of this House that Mrs. White is
entitled.to this relief.

Mr. MANN. I object.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects.
The Clerk will report the next bill.

HUNTON ALLEN.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R, 17424) for the relief of Hunton Allen.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, efe., That the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post
Office Department is hereby authorized and directed to credit the ac-

unt of qmntoa Allen, the postmaster at Williamson, in the State of

eorgin, with the som of $237.16, the amount and value of postn;ae
stamps stolen from said post-office by a burﬁlar on May 13, 1913,
without any fault on the part of sald Allen; and said amount is hereby
npprn[:‘ﬂﬂted out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated.

The CHAIRMAN.
slderation of the bill?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the
Houre with favorable recommendation.

CLARA DOUGHERTY AND OTHERS.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (8. 23) for the relief of Clara Dougherty, Ernest Kubel,
and Josephine Taylor, owners of lot No. 13; of Ernest Kubel,
owner of lot No. 41; and of Mary Meder, owner of the south
17.10 feet front by the full depth thereof of lot No. 14, all of
said property In square No. 724, in Washington, D. C., with
regard to assessment and payment for damages on account
of change of grade due to the construction of Union Station, in
said District.

The bill was read, as follows:

B¢ it cnacted, etc., That under and in accordance with the terms
and provisions of the act of Congress approved April 22, 1004, en-
titled “An act to provide for payment of damages on account of change
of grade due to comstruction of the Union Station, in the District of
Columbia," as amended by the act of Congress approved June 20, 1006
the commission appointed under said act Is hereby aunthorized and
directed to meet and view the property known as lots Nos. 13 and 41
and the south 17.10 feet front ir the full depth thereof of lot No. 14,
all in square No. 724, in the city of Washington, In the District of
Columbia, improved by premises Nos. 323, 825, 327, 320, and 337 First
Street NE., city of Washington, D. C., and hear testimony touchin
the damages to sald property which have resulted from changes in tie

rade of streets, avenues, or alleys authorized by the act of Congress

pproved February 28, 1003, relating to the construction of a union
railroad station in the District of Columbia, and to appraise and
determine the amount of damages, if any, to which the owner of said
property so affected by chanﬁo of grade may be entit'ed.

Sec. 2. That if any of the parties interested, their personal repre-
sentatives, or the Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia, shalFbo
dissatisfied with the appraisement or award of snid commission the
court shall, on motion of the parties so dissatisfled, direct the United
States marshal to summon a jury of seven disinterested men, not
related to any person in interest, to meet and view the sald property
and to appralse and determine the amount of damages to wglch the
owner of sald pruperty so affected by change of grade may be entitled,
a.; prmﬁfed In and by the aforesaid act of Congress so amended as
aforesa

Sec, 3. That a sufficient sum to pay the compensation and expenses
of sald commission and the compensation of sald jurors and the amount
of any appraisement or award of damages made In favor of the owner of
sald property is hereby appropriated out of the reyeoues of the District
EEJCOIumbm. and 50 per cent thereof shall be refunided to sald District of

lumbla by the Uni Btates,

Is there objection to the present con-

LI—=824

Wiith the following committee amendment :

Page 2, line 9, strike out the words * and forty-one.”

Page 3, line 18, after the words * United States ™ insert: “Provided
however, That from such sum or sums as may be awarded to sald
owners there shall be deducted the compensation and expenses of said
commission and the compensation of salﬁnrors.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object,
this bill comes from the Committee on the District of Columbia.
The only: point in the case, as I understand it, is that the
statute of limitations has run against these people.

Mr. COADY. Yes,

Mr, SISSON. Did they have proper notice?

Mr. COADY, There was notification by publication only in
the Washington newspapers

Mr. SISSON. Was there no personal service?

Mr. COADY. No. One of the women, Mrs. Meder, a very
poor woman, is a charwoman in one of the departments here.
She testified that she rarely read the newspapers and never
read the legal notices, and that was substantially the testimony
of the others.

Mr. SISSON. There was no personal service on these
parties? :

Mr. COADY. No personal service at all.

Mr. SISSON. Service by publication only?

Mr. COADY. Service by publication only.

Mr, MANN, Why does the House commitlee propose to
strike out lot 417

Mr. COADY. For the reason at the hearing it appeared
that the owner of that lot has since sold it. It was a vacant
and unimproved lot.

Mr. MANN. Sold it before or after this bill passed the
Senate?

Mr. COADY.
duced.

The CHAIRMAN,
eration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be
reported to the House with a favorable recommendation.

RATHBUN, BEACHY & CO.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 2312) for the relief of Rathbun, Beachy & Co.

The bill was read. as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he Is
hereby, authorized and directed to puy, out of any money In the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Rathbun, Beachy & Co., of Webster,
8. Dak., the sum of $1,000, in full compensation for loss in sale of
cattle illegally glaced in quarantine by Government inspector at the
stockyards in Chicago, 111, and said amount is hereby appropriated.

With the following committee amendment: _

Page 1, line 6, strike out “ $1,000 " and insert in llen thereof “ §075.”

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of this bill?

Mr. FOSTER. I think this bill onght to have some explana-
tion. As I understand it, these people shipped these cattle to
Chicago without their being inspected, and then they were
put in a pen from swhich they were afterwards sold at a loss,
and this represents the loss. Is that it?

Mr. POU. Dr. Galloway, Acting Secretary of Agriculture,
snys:

1 may say In this connection that the eattle In guestion were placed
in quarantine through error, and from all the clrcumstances in the case
the claim appears to be a just one. -

Mr. FOSTER. They were shipped to Chicago without first
being inspected, and the authorities at Chicago were so notified;
and then they were placed in this pen, were they not?

Mr. DILLON. They were uninspected cattle at the time of
shipment, and they reached Chicago in the middle of the night
and were put into infected pens under the order of Dr. Dyson,
and they were then forced to be sold for immediate slaughter.
The committee has fixed the lowest estinate of the damages.

Mr. FOSTER. But they were shipped there as uninspected
cattle.

Mr. DILLON. Yes; under the regulations.

Mr. FOSTER. And then, of course, they had to go into
quarantine when they got there.

I think he sold it before the bill was intro-

Is there objection to the present consid-

Mr. MANN. Oh, no.
Mr. DILLON. Not at all.
Mr. MANN. All eattle are inspected when they come to the

market at Chieago, and not at the point from which they are
shipped.
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Mr. FOSTER. That is what I was trying to get at. In read-
ing the bill T judge that tney arrived there and were not in-
spected ; that there was no inspection mmde.

Mr. DILLON. Ob, yes there was: but not in the middle of
the night. when they arrived. They were inspected in the
morning, and the inspector's report wans favorable. There wus
no disease nnd no objection to the shipment of any character,
but they were pliced through mistake in the guarantine pen,
and they were cacrificed and sold for immediate slanghter.

Mr. FOSTER. Yhose mistake was it?

AMr. DILLON. Dr. Dyson; he ordered them to be placed
there.

Mr. FOSTER. TFor what resson?

Mr. DILLON. He misinterpreted the instructions that had
been received. The instructions were applicable to Colorado.
but he interpreted them to mean Chicngo. It wns the only
instance of the kind. Secretary Wilson Investigated it and
ordered them to be relensed from quarantine, but they had to
be sold at a sacrifice,

Mr. FOSTER. They were cattle sent in for slanghter?

Mr. DILLON. No: they were sent in to sell for feeders, but
they had to be sold for slanghter. and hence the loss.

AMr. SISSON. How do you arrive at the amount of the loss?
It is an uncertain amount,

Mr. DILLON. There were various estimates. One company
received four earloads and another company received six ear-
loads, and the estimates ran from $1.000 up to $2000. The
department s#dmits in one of its communications that there is n
liability to the extent of $075 to $1.000, and the cominittee has
adopted the lowest amount mentioned by the department.

Mr. SISSON. It is, of course. a dificult matter to determine
what might or might not happen to a carlond of cattle placed
on the market, nor Is it fair to compare it and show what other
carlonds of cattle would bring. You might have a dozen car-
loads of cattle from some farm and one earloand would bring a
gre"t denl more thon anotber earlond of cattle.

Ar. MANN. If the gentleman will permit me, my Informa-
tion is—I do not kuow auything about this particular ease
except from the report—that these cattle were placed in a dis-
eaged pen. but not sufficiently disensed to order their destiune-
tion, and they would sell for about 75 cents a hundred less
than they would sell if they were not put in that pen.

Mr. SISSON. Is it abselutely certain that they would bring
less?

Mr. MANN. It is absolutely certain that when they go into
that pen they bring a less amount of money. There is no
question about that.

Mr. SISSON. There s no question but that the buyer
might take advantage of the situation.

Mr. MAXN. T hope some day I can take the gentleman
through the stockyards.

Mr. SISSON. I have been through them.

Mr. MANN. The gentlemmn knows that they do not spend
much time in buying a few cattle; they bny them in the pen.
They do not move them until they are purchased. These eattle
were put in the pen where they would bring a smaller amount
of money. They could net get them out of the pen anywhere
else without killing thew.

Mr. POU. They were ordered slaughtered prematurely any-
way.

Mr. MANN. They could net get them out of the guarantine
pen except by killing them.

Mr. SISSON. That is au nunusual sort of a el:im. Have there
been any claims of this kind before?

Mr. DILLON. I never knew of any.

Mr. SISSON. This case way become a precedent for a great
many losses,

Mr. DILLON. I will state that this was the only case under
this mistaken order, as is clearly shown in the records of the
departnient.

Alr. SISSON. Was there no way in whielh the Government
could have these orders communiented so that advantage might
not he taken of them? In other words, are we not opening up a
possible opportunity for a great many damage claims of this
kind in the enforcement of this law?

Mr. DILLON. I do pot kuow; possibly other cases might
arise, but in reference to this one order this is the only case
in which an error was committed.

Mr. SISRON. What method was pursued by these people to
determine this loss; what evidence did they have?

Afr. DILLON. We had an afidavit. which Is set ont In the

report of the committee specifying the mmount of damnges.
The amount of dnmages wonld be the difference between the
value of the cattle if sold for feeders and if sold for slaughter.
That is the weasure of damages.

Mr. FOSTER. 1 will say th~t I think they arrived at it by
taking the probuble value of that elass of eaftle that day.

.\tlr. DILLON, Yes; and the comuittee took the lowest esti-
mate.

Mr. FOSTER. Let me say to the gentleman from Mississippl
that this smount ranges from $975 to $2.000, and the bill cur-
ries the minimum amount.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, the guestion of unliquidated
damages is always a ditficult one to arrive at. How many of
these cattle were put in the pen?

Mr. DILLON. All of them: the entire 10 carloads.

Mr. SISSON, Making up how many cittle?

Mr. DILLON. Something ever 100, [ think,

Mr. SISSON. What grade of eattle?

Mr. DILLON. They were feeders shipped for that express
purpose to put on the market uasg feeders, but they were com-
pelled to be sold fur slaughter.

My, SISSON. They were sent there to be fed and fattened.

Mr. DILLON. They were shipped there to be sold ns feeders.

Mr. SISSON, Then they were sold us canners. That would
be abount $10 loss on each animal, and if there was 100 that
would be $1.000.

Mr. DILLON. We took the lowest estimate.

Mr. POU. We took the department’s figures.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection tu the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chalrman. reserving the right to objeet,
I do not quite understand yet why these eattle could not have
been suld for feeders.

Mr. DILLON. Under the quarantine rules they were not
permitted to be =old.

Mr. FOWLER. They were put in a quarantine pen through
mistake, Why could not the mistake hive been eorrected and
then the cattle sold ns feeders fustend of for slaughter?

Ar. DILLON. Thbe trouble abeut that was that the pur-
chasers took advantage of that situation. and the consignors
could not order them to be shipped back, and they had to go
on the immediate warket.

Mr. FOWLER. Who plaeed them in the quarantine pen?

Mr. DILLON. It was done under the order of the superin-
tendent of the stock yards.

Mr. FOWLER. And that was under the authority of the
United States? :

Mr. DILLON. Yes. >

Mr. FOWLER, Was it not made known to the United States
that these cattle were not subject to quarantine?

AMr. DILLON. Yes.

Mr. FOWLER. And that was done at the time, was it not?

Mr. DILLON. Yes; by telegraphic order to the Secretary of
Agriculture,

Mr. FOWLER. And then they were released. were they not?

My, DILLON. They were ordered to be releused, but held for
Immedinte slanghter.

Mr. FOWLER. And there was no authority on the part of
the United States to direct what should be done with the cattle,
was there?

Mr. DILLON. Oh, yes; under the quarantine regulations.

Mr. FOWLER. Did the United States direct that they should
be slaughtered?

Mr. DILLON. Yes; sold for immediate slaughter. They
were in the guarantine pen: that is, the infected pen.

Mr. FOWLER. But dees the fact that they were placed in
the quarantine pen absolutely pass judgment on thew that they
must be slanghtered? .

Mr. DILLON. Ob, yes.

Mr. FOWLER. That [s the first time that I ever heard of
suech an mmrensonable rule.

" Mr. DILLON. They were exposed, and hence must be sold
for immediate slaughter.

Mr. FOWLEIL. Dues the gentleman mean that they were
exposed to other eattle that were disensed. nnd that because of
that fact they were sold for immedinte slanghrer?

Mr. DILLON. That is an infected pen, and they are thus
exposed.

Mr. FOWLER. Were there any other ecattle In there that
were disensed?

Mr. DILLON. There had heen.

Mr. POTL It is just like a man being put in the pesthonse,

Mr. BURKE of South Dsakota. Mr. Chalrman. the shipper
of these caftle wns absolutely at the mercy of the inspector
or official of the Department of Agriculture. and these catlle
were put in this quarantine pen hy his direction and order.
Subsequently it was found that they were not infected cattle
and should not have been put there, and they were sold for
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glaughter at a reduced price over what they would have
brought if sold when they arrived as feeders.

Mr. FOWLER. As I understand, these are about the facts:
The cattle, through mistake, were put in the quarantine pen?

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes.

Mr. FOWLER. And afterwards it was found that they were
placed there through mistake, and they were released?

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes,

Mr. FOWLER. And that simply because they had been
placed in the quarantine pen they were then sold for slaughter,
and the gentleman says that the buyers took advantage of that
condition and bought at a less price?

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Naturally.

Mr. FOWLER. That is the condition, is it not?

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I do not understand that
they were released as feeders. They were released for slaugh-
ter, and they had to be sold for slaughtering purposes. There
were 10 cars of cattle, and the weight is given at 205,160 pounds.

Mr. FOWLER. It does not make any difference about the
gize, or anything of that kind, if they were healthy cattle. I
have been on the market myself with cattle and hogs and
sheep and everything else that I could buy and put on the
market, and I have always had control over my cattle and
hogs when on the market, and if put in pens that I did not
like, I have had them transferred to another pen and sold
under my order, and not under the order of somebody else.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I am telling the gentleman
what happened in this case, and the Secretary himself, who had
the matter brought to his attention, immediately ordered the
cattle released, and, as i3 stated in the report, there is no
question but that the owner of the cattle ought to have redress
from somebody, and I do not know who it would be unless it be
the United States.

Mr. FOWLER. If the owner of the cattle has a herd of cattle
which is sound and without disease, there is no right on the
part of anybody to condemn the cattle without gome good rea-
son for it, and if a mistake has been made, the only thing that
can be done is to right that mistake and release the cattle, if
they have been unjustly impounded in some pen or somewhere
else where they ought not to have been placed.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The gentleman, of course,
knows that detaining these cattle as infected or diseased cattle
for a day necessarily affected their market value?

Mr. FOWLER. Probably there might have been a drift for
a day. I know that cattle drift considerably in shipping.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will say that has already
been stated, that the amount of damage was estimated as
high as $2.000, and the lowest amount of the damage is placed at
$975, the amount allowed by the committee.

Mr, FOWLER. I have heard that; but that is not the ques-
tion that I am after. After a wrong has been done, I do not
understand why that wrong can not be righted with a sound,
healthy herd, because I have been on the market myself with
cattle, as I say.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Can the gentleman conceive
how you could right a wrong after the cattle have been placed
in quarantine, even if they were released the next day?

Mr. FOWLER. The amount of damages that 1 get from the
gentleman’s statement is that they have been kept for one day
unjustly in quarantine.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes.

Mr. FOWLER. And for that reason they were deprived of
sale during that day.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. No; that is not the point.

Mr. FOWLER. And that is the amount of damage from the
gentleman’s statement; that is all I can see.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The gentleman does not see
the point.

Mr. FOWLER. But I do see the point.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It changed the character of
the cattle.

Mr. FOWLER. I know that you can have a stigma placed on
yourself or on an animal by unjust treatment. I know that is
true; and if the cattle were placed within a guarantine pen
it was unjust to the cattle, and the owner had a right to com-

lain, and I suppose did so; and he had the cattle released
rom that stigma.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota.
by that?

Mr. FOWLER. It is probable that the cattle were unjustly
treated. I could not say about that.

Mr. HAY. As I understand the point of the case, it is this:
The cattle were placed in an infected pen, and having been
placed in an infected pen, under the regulations of the United

Was not their value affected

States quarantine laws they had to be sold and butchered im-
mediately.

Mr. BURKHE of South Dakota. That is it.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I ean not understand any
such doctrine as that. I have never run up against such a rul-
ing as that since I have been on the market.

Mr. HAY. But that is the law, and those people who owned
the cattle suffered from the application of that law to their
eattle, and that is the whole of it.

Mr. FOWLER. If the conditions were as have been stated
here, the fact that they were placed in a quarantine pen did not
change the condition of the cattle. In other words, the quaran-
tine pen is a pen where cattle are placed in order to be inspected.
That is its purpose.

Mr, BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I do not think
the gentleman understands the case yet. These cattle were sent
there to be marketed as feeders,

Mr. FOWLER. I understand the situation.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Now, by placing them in the
quarantine pen they had to be sold and slaughtered when they
were released, and consequently the owner of the eattle had to
take a less price for them than he would have received if they
had been sold as feeders,

Mr, FOWLER. 1 know that statement was made here, and
lI go not understand the statement to correspond with the regu-
ations.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The statement is substan-
tiated by the correspondence of the department and never has
been questioned, and the only question apparently there was in
the case was to determine the amount of damage, and the Com-
mittee on Claims took the lowest estimate and inserted it. I
know the gentleman with his large business experience and his
experience in handling live stock will see that the manner in
which 10 cars of cattle—243 head in numbers—were handled in
this instance, that $975 or $1,000 is a very small amount for
the owner to have to accept 9 or 10 years afterwards.

Mr. FOWLER. 1 will say to the gentleman from South Da-
kota I can see the cattle might have been damaged in having
the stigma placed upon them of being diseased cattle. But I
can not understand

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, regular order. These lawyers
when they get to talking are worse thun women; they talk all
day.

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is, Is there objection to
the present consideration of this bill?

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the right to object.

The CHAIRMAN. Just & moment; the gentleman can not
further reserve the right to object under the demand for the
regular order, That is what we have been proceeding under
for about half an hour.

Mr. FOWLER. Well, I object, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects.

ELWIN CARLTON TAYLOR.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. IR. 7194) for the relief of Acting Asst. Surg. Elwin Carl-
ton Taylor, United States Navy.

The bill and amendments were read.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, is there anything I could say
to the gentleman from Illinois that would induce him to change
his mind?

Mr. MANN. I will reserve the right to object, although I
shall object in the end.

Mr. BUTLER. If the gentleman will object in the end, that
will dispose of it; but the restoration of this young man to the
Navy has been asked for. This bill and the next one, introduced
by Speaker CLARK, asks for restoration to the service.

Mr. MANN. I am familiar with the facts. He is now in the
service, by the way. ;

Mr. BUTLER. He is acting assistant surgeon.

Mr. MANN. He went in and resigned and went out.

LLOYD C. STAREK.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. RR. 16424) for the relief of Lloyd C. Stark.

The bill and committee amendments were read.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consider-
ation of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I wish the gentle-
man would reserve his objection.

Mr. MANN. I will reserve the right to object.
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Mr. CLARK of Missourf. Mp. Chairman. the truth about this
young wan is this: He was In the Navy and stood very higl in
. it. He did not want to resign from it. but his father was part
owner and mannger of the largest nursery in the world. and his
father's bealth Lroke down, he had nervous prostration, and he
died not very long ago. H:s husiness was very large and intri-
ente, and the family insisted that this young man resign and
eome heme to take charge of the work that naturally fell to his
father. one of the three or four manasgers of this great nursery.
The report of the conmmittee shows that he was a very ellicient
maval officer apd he is nuxieus to get bnek into the Navy., His
father has died. and that part of the estate has been arranged
for by others as munagers. I understand—I amr net ded: sure
I iz right abont it—that there Is a shortuge of naval officers.

Mr. BUTLELR. There is

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. It seems to me that where a trained
man, an experienced officer, wants to go huek into the Navy.
who is in the prime of life aud in good health, that it wonld
be the part of wisdony to permit him to go baek. That s about
all there is to it. The report of the committee gives his char-
acter and his military history.

Mr. MAXX. Mr. Chairman, F think T can subscribe to every
statement that the distinguished Speaker hns made. both as to
the facts and opinfon. T amn inclined to think there ounght tw be
a way by which this and other good men could get back into the
Navy. But what are the facts? XNo one can get back infe the
Kavy under cirenmstances now unless he has politieal influence.
I am not in faver of putting men inte the Navy beeause of po-
Iitiea¥ influence whieh gets them there. and when a man goes
into the Navy or the Army the first thing thrt he needs to lesrn
is that that whieh is. is; that he can not change faets. and if
he disobieys an order or a regnlation he has to suffer the conse-
quences.

This man did net dlsebey an order or a regulation. but he
resigned. Now. it I8 propused te put him baek nt an additiennl
nuumber in the rank to which he iz eredited. and whutever runk
he goes into he will go as an additional nnmber over the number
now authorized by Inw. Of eourse. the committee proposes that
ir order to save what they think wonld be an injustiee to those
now in the Navy. It will increise. if the man shonld renmin in
the Navy long enongh. the namber of rear alinirals; if he should
be nnmed as a rear admirnl. and perhaps that enght to he done.
Every mun who is plucked now by the ** plucking board.” every
man who resigns, every mnn who has had ill bhealth and goes
out and has had his health restored, or many of them, at lenst,
see the retired pay at th> end of the service. [ doubt whether
that is the ease here or not. because I assume this yeung man
is well off. But they want to go boek in. Well, I think snch
things eught to be done under n general law. [ am perfectly
willing to let the President name uaunybody he pleases in the
Army or the Navy as an officer. and let him be the judge. I am
not willing to let Congress judge of individuaals;

Mr. McCOY. WIill the gentleman yield?

Mr. MAXN. Certainly.

Mr. McCOY. I wont to say to the gentfeman that the hill
immediately preceding this one wus introduced by me. [ will
sny to him, so far as politieal inflnence is concerned. that what
happened in that case was this: This yonng pun himself went
to the department, and I never saw the Secretary or anyone in
the department for him at all.

Mr. MANX., I am not using the term * political influence
in any bad sense. the gentleman onderstands.

Mr. McCOY. T understand that:; but in the sense that & man
may be able to influence a Member of the House to go there.
Now. I never saw anyoue there. but the people in the department
have written the letter which they did write to the connulittee,
and I know frow what I hanve heard from other sources they ure
very anxious to get him back in there.

Mr. MANXN. I will say to the gentleman from New Jersey,
that there Is more politics in the Army or in the Navy, either
one, than there is in Congress.

Mr. McCOY. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BurLer]
tells me that the Surgeon General enme and asked. on :ccount
of the need for surgeons in the Navy. that this young mun, with
his very excellent record. nnd now in the contract service and
rendering efficient service, be restored. because they wanted him,
and in a wiy not to hurt anybody else in the Navy.

AMr., MANN. Becnuse they needed an additional man In the
Navy they took one who is now iu the Navy. and proposed to
put him in the Navy. althongh Le is now there:

Mr. McCOY. The gentlemun Is mistaken. FHe is it the Navy
In ene sense of the word. but he is simply under contract. He
is not in the regnlar service.

Mr. MAXNN.
surgeon?

He is doiug nothing else but aeting as assistant

Mr. MeCOY. What he is doing is this> Examining those who
apply for enlistment.

Mr: MANN, And he is not in line for promotion.

Mr. McCOY. Not at all; he ean not be promoted.

Mr. MANN. And can not go on: the retired list: and if he re-
mained in the service he could He and other naval officers
cught to find out that when: they have resighed they have pe
signed. and when they have disobeyed orders they have dis-
obeyed orders, and when they meet the: enemy they meet the
enewy, and when they meet a thing which is over and zone by
they ean not change it and stand iw the same position as befoire.

AMr. McCOY. There is a difference hetween meeting the
enemy and resigning. In' meeting the enemy youn may be killed ;
in resigning you have another chunce.

Mr. MAXN. Some of these days these gentlemen who will
be killed wilF he haunting us and asking us to puss these bills
fo return them to life.

Mr. MeCOY, [ will' vote for such a bill if the gentleman will
introduce one,

m’l‘htﬁlgnulim‘ﬁ. Is there objection to the consideration of
he 7

Mr. MANN. 1 ebject.

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. Mr. Chairman, I ask mmanimous
consent to publisly a report of the eommittee as an extension
of my remarks:

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missourl asks unanl-
mous consent to extend his vemmrks in the Ikcoep in (he man-
ter indicated. Is there objeetion?

There was no ubjection.

The following is tlle committee report referred to:

Beport to accompany L I 16424,

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the b
16424) to authiorize the D'resident to reinstate Lloyd (. SlarItP t(ng]?a.
setive list of the United Siates Navy, baving had suie under considera-
tion. report it to the House with the following amendments, with the
recommendation that the bill as amended do pass :

Amend by striking out, in lne 6 all after tae word *after,” all of
line 7, and the Hrst three words in line 8, and insert in Heu thereof the
words  Charles Lewls best, Heutenunt, junior grade.” Foilowing that,
insert the following:

“Frorvided, Toat the said Lloyd €. Stark shall establish to the Secre-
tary of tue Navy, by tlie ususl examination preseribed by law for the
srade of leutenant (junior gradey in the United States Navy, his physi-
a.-u.l:1 mvuﬁml_, moral, and prolessional diness to perform the duties of
suid grade.

Insert in line 8, after the word “Provided,” the word ** further.”

Tue fact that the Navy Department has very wisely ruled that prom-
Ising youny officers should pot resiin arter the expenditure of many
thousands of doflars by the Government for their training and education
meels with: the approval of this commitiee. If (hat course is wise, then
it appenrs equally proper that young offleers who have received this
training should Le welcomed back 1o the Navy, where their valuable
truining may be utilized 10 the grarest possible extent,

The committee finds: u‘{mn eareful. investization that extraordinary
circumsianees pecessitated the resimmaion of Ensign Stark: tuat he
very reluctantly resigned: that those compelling cireumstances no
longer exist and he now desires ro return’ to the servica: for which he is
trawned and especfally qualitied ; that Le is actuated by purely patriovie
worlves, and that by returning to the service he gives up a business posi-
tion which eniails Tur greater remuneration than he will receive as a
licutenant in the Navy: that he has had an excentionally varled naval
experience for & young officer and & most excellunt record,. us reporied
by his various commanding officers,

Llogd C. Stark completed his four years' course at the United States
Naval Xeademy and graduated ~ with credit ” in 1908. [I'rior to his
graduation he developed exceptional skill with firearws and was seleoted
us one of 12 men to represent the United States Naval Academy In the
national rifle matebes. The team, of which ue was a member, made
such 4 remarkably good record that Mr. Btark, together with the other
members of the rifle team. received a letter of commendation from: the
President of the United States. Mr. Stark was later selected as one of
fhe 12 most expert shots in the United States Navy to compete In the
national rifle maiches, in which matches the Navy team, of which he
was g member, wade a good revord.

it appears that he was attached to the U. 8.
after that vessel went into eommission,
becanse of bis experience in marksmansh wis selected to fire the
ship's: guns: on her calibration practiee, at Mr, Spark performed
this lmportant duty in a most eflicient manner is evidenced by the fact
that the Montanu shortly thereafter made the highest gunnery record
of any ship in the Navy. The gunnery records show that at the time
the: U, 8. 8. Montans made the record Mr. Stark was tlie assistant
battery officer of the starboard G-ineh battery. Tais battery made the
highest record of any in the Navy. Upon the subseguent detachment
of the lTeutenant in: charge of the battery My. Srark, at that time only
a midshipman, was beeause of his vecognized! ability, placed in charge
of this battery.

lu examining the record of Mr. Stark the committee has mnde thes
following exeerpts from the varlous official reports of his several com-
manding officers :

“{ay Mr. Stark Is an excellent divisional officer, and since ths de-
rachment of officer in echarge of #-inch battery has, owing to thls
abtlity, been given eharge of divisien.

“{b) I consider him a very promising young officer,

“(g) Very attentive to duoty aond a very promising young officer.

“1d) Imreing this quarrer this offfcer bax bween wssigned to englne-
room duties, In these duties he' has so progressed in knowledge and
nsefilness that the senior engineer clleer has reported bim competent
to take charge of an engine-room wateh, which duty he has performed

" with entlre satiefaction.
“(e) This officer sliows a real interest Im all of his duties. e has

8. Montama shortly
at which time Mr. Stark,

been officer of the deck, midshipman of the watch, assistant engineer,




1914.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

13089

and has had electrical and navigational duties. In all he has constantly
progressed In knowledge and usefulness.”

In all these reports the comr ittee finds that Mr. Stark was 75 times
given the rating of * excellent,” was 17 times rated “ very good,” and
received no lower ratings than these. The wvarious rat "used in
the Navy are as follows: '* Excellent,” * very good,” * go “ toler-
able,” “indifferent,” *“bad.” and “ failure.”

Mr. McCOY. Mr. Chairman, as the Speaker always sets a
good example, T make a similar request in the case of my bill

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
McCoy] makes a similar request. Is there objection? [After
a pause.] The Chair hears none,

The following is the report referred to:

Ileport to accompany H. R. 7104,

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill
(H. R. 7194) for the rellef of Acting Asst. Burg. Elwin Carlton Taylor,
United States Navy, baving had the same under cnnsideration, report
it to the House with the followlng smendments, and as amended recom-
mend that the bill do pass:

Lines 6, 7. 8, and 9, strike out the words “ to take rank in the grade
of R:ssed assistant surgeons as an extrn number next after the name
of Winfield Scott I'ugh, jr.,”” and In liey thereof imsert the following:
“as an additional number, to ravk next after the ifty-ninth officer
lineal standing on the list of passed assistant surgeons.”

Line 10, after the word * act,” change the period to a semicolon and
add the following proviso:

“And provided further, That the sald Elwin Carlton Taylor shall be
required to satisfactorily pass the usual examinations required by law
to determine his physieal, mental, moral, and professional fitness to
perform the dutles of the grade to which he is to be appointed.”

Dr. Taylor was appointed an assistant surgeon in the Navy October
12, 1903, and promoted to the grade of passed assistant surgeon Oectlu-
ber 12, 1908, and volonrarily reslfnod on March 12, 1908, Since
June E'r. 1913, he has been serving in the Navy as an acting assistant
surgeon and fs serving in that capacity at the present time, glving
him a total naval service of about six years. The Navy Department
reports that his record as an officer In the Navy has been excelient.
and also reports npon the urgent need of more medical officers in the
Navy. and In view of Dr. Taylor's special fitness for the service the
department recommends favorable consideration of the bill as is set
forth in the following letter:

DEPARTMENT OF THR Navy,
Washington, March §, 1914.
MY Drar M. CoATRMAY @ In further reference to your letter inclosing

f copy of the bill (H. R. 7184) for the relief of Acting Asst. Surg.

Elwin Carlton Taylor, United States Navy, and re:g:enunti the views
ereon, 1 have the homor to

roxi-

and recommendations of the department
inform you as follows:
Elwin Carlton Taylor was born May 7, 1875, and 1s mow ap

mntely 88 years and 10 months of aze. He was nppointed an assistant
surgeon in the Navy October 12, 1903 ; was promoted to passed assistant
surgeon October 12, 1906 ; and resigned March 12, 1908.  1le entered

the Nav?- a?ln Jupe 27, 1912, as an acting assistant sorgeon and s
serving in that capacity at the present time. His total maval serviece
amounts to about six years and his record as an officer In the regular
service and as an acting assistant surgeon is excellent.

It is desirable that the bill be amended in the following particnlars:
First, in lines 6, 7, 8, and 9, strike out the words * to take rank in the
grade of ;‘)‘_assvd assistant Surgeons as an extra number next aflter the
name of Winfleld Scott Pugh, jr.,” and In llen thereof substitute the
words * as an additional number, to rank wpext after the ffty-ninth
officer in lineal standing on the list of passed assistint surgeons ™ ;
and, second, after the word * act,” line 10, change the period to a seml-
colim and add the words “Awnd procided further, That the said Elwin
Carlton Taylor shall be required to satisfactorily pass the usual exam-
inations reulqulrmi by law to determine his physical. mental, moral, and

rofcssional Btness to perform the duties of the grade to which he Is
o be appointed.” These amendments are deemed essential, for in
addition te requiring Dr. Taylor to demonstrate his present fitness for
8 commission in the regniar service, the first amendment recommended
provides that he be placed on the {ist of passed assistant surgeons In
exactly the same numerical or lineal position which he oceupied on the
date he re<igned from the service. March 12, 1908,

Owing to rhe excelient record of Dr. Taylor while a member of the
Mnrdieal Corps of the Navy, and in view of his special fitness for the
service and of the argent need of more medical officers in the Navy,
the department recommends that the measure (I1. B. T194), amended
as sng;%:nted above, be favorably consldered.

althfully, yours,
JosurHUS DANTELS
Becretary of the .ﬂ"ﬂry.

The CHAIRMAN COMMITIER ON NAVAL AFFAIMS,
House of Representatives.

The commlittee has adopted the amendments recommended by the
ggps rtment in the above letter and as amended recommend that the bill

pass,

JOSEPH ELIOT AUSTIN.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 2642) authorizing the President to reinstate Joseph
Eliot Austin as an ensign in the United States Navy.

The bill was read. as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and {s hercby, authorized
to reinstate former Midshipman Juseph Eliot Austin in the United
Bt%m P “t1 % tﬁ  Dosttion Ta o de_of ensign

EC. 2. at he take p on in the grade of ens at the foot of
she chis;u swlnch graduated from the Un‘l"{ed States Naval Aeademy ?n
une, %

Mr. BUTLER. Mr, Chairman, there is a mistake made as to
the committee which made this report. It was made in the
Naval Affairs Committee.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the committee
amendment,

‘him

The Clerk read as follows:

Btrike out all after the enacting clause and Insert the following:

“That the President be, and he Is hereby, authorvized, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate, to reinstate former Midshipman
Joseph Eliot Austin In the United States Navy with the rank of en-
slgn, and, #fter one year's service as enslgn, he shall be promoted to
the grade of leutenant, junior grade, to take rank with and next after
Aguilla Gibbs Dibrell, lleutenant, junior grade : Provided, That the said
Joseph Eliot Austin, after one year's service as ensign, shall establish
to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy, by examination pur-
snant to law, his physical, mental, moral, and professional fitness to
perform the duties of lleutenant, junior grade, In the Navy."

The CHAIRMAN.
ation of this bill?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the right to object.

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call atten-
tion to this particular bill as briefly as possible, and say that
this young man, Joseph Eliot Austin, graduated from the Naval
Academy in June, 1908, and immediately thereafter was ordered
on the U. 8. 8. South Dakota. It appears that about a year
and a half after that time he married a young lady in the
Philippine Islands. At that time the law provided that a mid-
shipman ecould not marry within two years after his gradua-
tion. The law has subsequently been changed, and they can
marry at any time after their graduation now.

It appeared from the hearings before our committee that
there was an insert called insert No. 5, or regulation No. 5,
in the ship's book of regulations providing that midshipmen
could not marry within two years after their graduvation. It
appears that young Austin did pot bave, or could not find in
the book of regulations held and owned by him, this insert No.
5. He and his friends looked through several other books of
regulations on board, and they did not have this insert No. 5.
The captain of the ship knew that the wedding was about to
take place and did not tell the young man that he was geiting
married contrary to the Navy regulations, and the captain of
the ship was invited to attend the wedding. The hearings show
that he was sorry that he counld not attend, but that he said he
would allow other officers on board to attend the wedding.

Some time after the wedding the young man was informed
that he had violated regulation No. 5, and he was requested
to state his case to the commanding officer. He did not state
his case to his commanding officer, assuming that he would be
court-martialed and that be would then have an oppertunity
to tell just what transpired on board ship and show that every-
body knew that he was going to get married. including his com-
manding officer; that there was no one on board the ship who
knew that he was violating the regulations.

During the past two years the young man hans been assistant
instructor at the Culver Military Academy, in Indiana, and has
also been in charge of the U. 8. 8. Yantic, in the Michigan Naval
Militia, where he has done very good service and where his
service on board the ship is very much of the same character
a8 the service he would have been required to perform if he
had remained in the Navy as a midshipman.

This bill provides that be be reinstated as an ensign at the
bottow of the class at which he graduated in 1908.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, this is rather a peculiar case
from several standpoints. One is that the young man looked
at the regulations, but page 5, which had reference to getting
married, was missing. Then he was called upon to make a
defense, and he did not make any because he thought he was
going to be court-martialed. I think under the regulations of
the Navy a case of dismissal goes to the Secretary of the Navy
for his approval, and then goes finally to the President. In this
case the youngz man wus unable to find out, in the first place,
whether he had the right to get married or not. and then the
commanding officer of the vessel and his other superior officers
seem to have kKnown nothing about it, and he was told nothing
about it. 1t is rather a strange kind of a case, coming up in
this way.

Mr. BUTLER. 1 ask that justice may be done to this young
man, whom I do not know. but whom I pity.

Mr. FOSTER. 1 do not know him, either.

Mr. BUTLER. In justice to him, let it be said that the officer
of the ship approved his marriage and sent the executive offlicer
to the wedding as best man. They misled this roung fellow,
and the men who did it ought to be punished.

Mr. FOSTER. That is substantially what I stated a moment
ago.

Mr, BUTLER. Excuse me. The young man did not know
this naval regulation.

Mr. FOSTER. 1 said that he did not.

Mr. BUTLER. He was absolutely Ignorant of it, and it wns

the business of the superior officer of the ship to have told
that.

Is there objection to the present consider-
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Mr, FOSTER. I said he did not, but at the same time, in
the regulations that were there it seemed that the particular
page he was looking for was gone, and when he could have
made an explanation he did not do it, but was waiting for a
court-martial. 5

Mr. BRITTEN. I will say to the gentleman that in cases
of this kind, for violation of the regulations on board ship, a
court-martial invariably fellows, so that the officer or enlisted
man has a chance to defend himself. This young man ex-
pected a court-martial. There is no question about that; but
the court-martial never occurred. Since then that regulation,
No. 5, or whatever the number is, has been repealed, and
young men graduating from the academy are permitted to
marry at any time thereafter. This young man has kept him-
self in touch with the service all the time since he has been
out of the Navy. He is at present connected with the Naval
Militia of Michigan and Is rendering very good service. I
have here a letter from his superior officer aboard the U. 8. 8.
Yantic that I would be pleased to read to the gentleman, if he
cares to hear it.

Mr, ESCH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly.

Mr. ESCH. This bill was given very careful consideration
in the Sixty-second Congress, and voluminous testimony was
taken, and it was favorably reported in that Congress. I re-
intreduced the bill in this Congress, and it again has been favor-
ably reported.

In reference to the reason why this young officer did not
find in the regulations the prohibition against marriage during
his term as midshipman, I wish to state that he consulted his
file of instructions and changes, and the officers of his mess
also consulted their files, and they did not find sheet No. 5 of
the instructions. Whose fault it was I do not know. This
ship was away from Continental United States. It had been
cruising in Iacific waters. The instructions would be sent,
of course, from the authorities here in Washington, and pos-
sibly that sheet may have been omitted and was not distributed
to these mess officers. This young man made an effort to find
the law. He did not find the law, and when he went to his
superior officer and invited him to attend the ceremony he was
not advised of the existence of such a law, nor did any other
superior officer on that vessel advise him of the existence of
the law.

It seems to me that this young man used due diligence in
ascertaining the law, and ought not to be held accountable
under those circumstances. The commanding officer of this ves-
sel, the South Dakota, was soon thereafter dismissed for the
good of the service.

Mr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman state that again?
not hear it.

Mr. ESCH. The commanding officer of this vessel was subse-
quently dismissed from the service.

The committee songht to get the testimony of the command-
ing officer and held this case open for four weeks seeking to
find him in order to get his testimony, but were unsuccessful
in finding him.

Mr. FOSTER. There seems to have been a sort of mystery
about this case. Here was a young man who had graduated
from the Naval Academy in 1908, and this occurred in 1909,
a year after he gradnated at Annapolis, It seems to me the
young man ought to have known something about the regula-
tions, but I realize that his commanding officer ought to have
known and ought to have informed him if it was a violation
of the regulations. It seems to me a strange thing that an
officer of the Navy would not do so. I do not know anything
about this commanding officer, what sort of a character he
had, or anything about him.

Mr. BUTLER, We tried to find the commanding officer, but
could not.

- Mr. FOSTER. In view of the statement of the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. Escrr], who introduced this bill, I am
going t¢ withdraw my objection to it and let it be considered.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re-
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation,

RATHBUN, BEACHY & CO,

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent to return to Calendar No. 359.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr.
Burke] asks unanimous consent to return to Calendar No. 359,

I did

which is H., R. 2312, for the relief of Rathbun, Beachy & Co.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill and the committee amendment, which appear earlier
in to-day's proceedings, were again read.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

There was ne objection.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re-
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation.

SARAH M'LAUGHLIN,

_The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 10897) for the relief of Sarah McLaughlin.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Sarah McLaughlin, widow of John
McLaughlin, deceased, who was instantly killed in Fe'hmar:, 1912, by
reason of a defective cable, while engaged in the employment of the
United States Government, in the Reclamation Service, at the Patufinder
Dam, Wyoming, the sum of $5,000.

With the following committee amendment :
Page 1, line 10, strike out “ $5,000 ” and Insert “ £936.96.”

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, as I understand it
this is a personal injury case where the Government has al-
ready paid to the claimant the amount allowed by the general
law, to wit, one year's salary, and the claimant now seeks to
recover an additional amount. I think the committee possibly
computes it at one year's salary. :

Mr. GOOD. The Government has already paid one year's
salary. A large part of it, however, was paid, not to the widow,
but for the funeral expenses of the deceased. The amount paid
was $036.90. Of that amount $350 was necessary to pay the
funeral expenses of the decedent and the railway fare to the
former home of the family. The decedent was killed without
any fault on his part at Pathfinder Dam, Wyo. He was engaged
on a little platform that was constructed overhanging the
canyon. A cable was attached directly above his head, and
while a heavy load was being carried across the canyon the
cable broke and struck Mr. McLaughlin and knocked him from
the platform on which he was standing to the bottom of the
canyon—160 feet below. He was instantly killed.

He left two children, one 2 years old and one ¢ years old,
as I recall, Immediately after the death of her husband the
widow was ill for some time, and what little remained of the
year's salary after paying these expenses was used in paying
every dollar of indebtedness owing by the husband during
his lifetime. So there was hardly a penny left for the poor
widow, who to-day is working on a farm for $3 a week trying
to support the two minor children. These are the facts. Under
an Executive order in accidents of this kind on the Panama
Canal two years' salary is paid to the widow or the heirs.
It seems to me there ought not to be any objection to this
small claim being paid to the widow under the circumstances.
I do not think that all the salary was paid to the woman; but
whether it was or not, she turned around and paid the rest to
her husband’s ereditors.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I realize with the gentleman
from Iowa that this is, of course, a case which excites the sym-
pathies of every one of us, and I realize the gentleman desires
to see this woman helped. I sympathize with him in his object
in this case, 1 believe that under the compensation law which
the Government has in existence now it does not pay a suffi-
clent amount in cases of death or injury. But I also realize
that if we commence now to open up these cases, which have all
been settled on the same basis, although this may be a worthy
one, as I believe it ig, we ought to adjudieate all those that we
have gone over in the past and allowed the one year's salary.

I remembeér in the distriet in which I live not very long aigo
a widow who was destitute, with minor children, wrote me in
reference to a case similar to this, where her husband had lost
his life in river and harbor work, which, I think, is under this
law, and I could secure nothing more for her. I had passed
through this House a bill a year or two ago for the widow of a
man who lost his life while employed by the Bureau of Mines
in Pennsylvania, and they paid but a year's salary. These two
cases were cases that excited my sympathy as much as this
case, and I regretted I could rot secure more, but had to be con-
tent with the year's salary. I would be glad to consider a
measure which would vote a larger amount for the widows or

heirs of these people who lose their lives and leayve them de-
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pendent. T do not believe that we do right in not paying these

ple more. but I do not think that we ought to single out any
one particular case, but that if we take up one we should take
up all of them. I can furnish the gentleman from Iowa just as
sad a case as his own. I would like to see that widow with ber
little children receive more money. I know that trenting the
cases In this way there must be a favored few that would come
in here, and for that reason, until we do get a proper law to
determine to go back and adjudicate all the eases, I can not con-
sent to have one go through without the others, and for that
reason I must object to the consideration of this bill at this
time. I hope that Congress will not long delay the passage of
a law that will give ample eompensation for death or injury.
Our Government ought to be just to those in hazardous occupa-
tions. It is wrong for the Government to have these people in
its employ and when they are killed not to make sufficient pro-
vision for those who are dependent, or if crippled they should
be paid a due compensation,

PAYMENT FOR CERTAIN SERVICES, NAVY DEPARTMENT.

The next business In order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (IL R. 15309) providing for the payment for certain services
arising under the Navy Department.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

RBe it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he iIs

hereby. authorized and direcied to &ar. out of any meney in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated. t following sums of maoney to the
respective claimants enumerated herein, the samc being the amount
due said elaimants for service rendered under the Navy partment as
certified to the House by leiter from the Secretary of the Treasury
Mareh 25, 1914: To W. F. Durand, Stanford University, California,
298.05: to Burton MecCullom, Burean of Standards, Department of
‘ommerce, $325: to Pay Director J. 8. Phillips. United States Navy,
$70: to Pay Inspector Z. W. Reynolds, United States Navy. $520.95;
to R, . Andrews Paper Co., Washington, D. C., $21.15.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. I object.

EDWARD A, THOMPSON.

Mr. REILLY of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent to retorn to Calendar No. 335, H. R. 7287, for the reliel
ot Edward A. Thompson.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from OConnecticat asks
unanimous consent to go back to Calendar No. 335. Is there
objection?

Mr. MANN. What is it?

Mr. REILLY of Connecticut. The case of Edward A. Thomp-
gon, a claim to which objection was made by the gentleman from
Mississippi.

Mr. MANN. I do not ahject.

The Clerk read the bill. as follows:

A bill (H, R. T287) for the relief of Edward A. Thompson,

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be. and he is
hereby. authorized and directed to pay. out of nnf money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $10.000 to Edward A.
Thompson. to compensate him for the loss of his son, Harold A. Thomp-
son, late a seaman on the T. 8. 8, » Who was killed in the per-
formance of his duty on sald ship.

With the following committee amendments:

In line § strike out the figures * $10,000" and insert In Heu thereof
the fizures * $125.40." 1In line 6, after the word * Thompson," strike
out the remainder of said bill and substitute the following words:
“and sald Edward A, Thompson shall be regarded as the duly desig-
nated beneflciary of the late Harold A. Thompson, a seaman on the
Es'ldsvs ﬁp !:ui:wia, who was killed in the performance of his duty on

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection?

Mr. BUTLER. Reserving the right to object, and I do not
intend to objeet, I want to ask the gentleman if this bill was
introduced to pay the sum of $10,000%7

Mr. REILLY of Connecticut. Yes.

Mr. BUTLER. And the committee reported $125. That is
guite a compromise.

Mr. REILLY of Conmnecticut. It was not a compromise; i
was a necessity.

The CHAIRMAN.
ation of the bill?

There was no objection.

The committee amendments were agreed to,

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a
favorabie recommendation.

MORRIS DIETRICH.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (IL R. 10327) for the relief of Morris Dietrich.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

i Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury

. hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any mone

ury not otherwise appropriated, to ﬁ
engaged

Is there objection to the present consider-

be, and he is
in the Treas-
orrls Dletrich, who was

nently disabled while In the employment of the United gtates

Government at Frankford Arsenal, In the Btate of Pennsylvania, on or
about July 25, 1918, the sum of $5.000.

With the following committee amendment:

In line 10 strike out ** §5,000” and Insert in llen thereof “ §1,500."

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the hill?

Mr. MANN. I object.

BENJAMIN E. JONES.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (8. 1803) for the relief of Benjamin E. Jones.
The Clerk read the bill. as follows:

Be it enacted, ¢te,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and *he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay Benjamin E. Jones, funior engineer,
United States Geological Survey, the sum of $70. and said amount is
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise

appropriated, sald sum to be in full of all losses Incorred and damazes
sust?. ned by him In an ldent while d in the Government
service,

The CHAIRMAN.
eration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be lald aside to be reported to the
House with a favorable recommendation.

THOMAS E. PHILIPS,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. RR. 858) for the relief of Thomas E. Philips.
The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacied, efe., That in the administration of the pemsion laws
Thomas E. Philips shall hereafter be held and considered to have been
honerably discharged from the military service of tae Linfied Siates us
a corporal In Company B, Bixteenth Ohlo Velunteer Infantry, on the
1ith day of January, 1863 : Provided, That no pension, bounty, or al-
lowance shall acerue prior to the passage of this act.

With the following committee amendments :

Strike out of line 7 che words “ 11th day of January"™ and [nsert
in lieu thereof the words “ 20th day of October.”

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consider-
ation of the bill?

There was no objection.

The commmiftee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor-
able recommendation.

Is there objection to the present consid-

B. L. BURGARD,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 17004) for the relief of 8. L. Burgard.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, 1 object.

JOHN MITCHELL.

The nest business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 12161) to remove the charge of desertion against
John Mitchell.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he Is
hereby, anthorized and dJdirecied tn remove the charge of desertion
against John Mitchbell, late of United States gunboat Oriole, and issue
to him ap honorable discharge from the Nuvy of the Unlted States.

With the following committee amendment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

“That the Bectet:’.rfy of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized to
remove the charge desertion against John Mitebell, who served in
the United States ships Great Western, Urigle, and Huntress, and to
{ssue to the said John Mitchell, or in case of his death to his heirs
or other legal representatives, a certificate of discharge: Provided, That
no pay or bounty for any period of time during which the said John
Mitchell was absent from his command without leave of absence shall
accrue or be payable by virtue of the passage of this act.”

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, I
do not know that I have any objection to passing a proper bill
This bill in the form that it is in would not do the man an earthly
bit of good. if we passed it, because it does not provide for an
honorable discharge, and It also purports to remove the charge
of desertion and change the records, when the War Department
holds that you can not do that. It is true the bill was drawn
by the Navy Department. I do not know whether the Iresi-
dent would veto it, but it would not grant the man a pension,
and probably that is what he wants.

Mr. HAY. 1 will state that the President has vetoed similar
bills heretofore drawn for the purpose of removing the charge
of desertion from soldiers, -

Mr. MANN. If this bill related to the Army, this would be
vetoed.

Mr. HAY. TUndoubtedly; and I do not see any reason why
the same rule should not apply to the Navy.

Mr. MANN. There is none, probably, except that in this
case the Secretary of the Navy sent this over to the committee,
but I do not suppose he knew anything about it personally.
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But it does not provide for an honeorable discharge nor does it
provide that he shall be considered as having had an honorable
dicharge. It would not do the man any good.

Mr. REILLY of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the
gentleman from Illinois, I will state that this bill was drawn
to conform to the statute passed in 1888, providing for the relief
of certain men of the Navy or Marine Corps from the charge
of desertion.

This law gave the Secretary of the Navy the right, in his
discretion, to remove the charge of desertion standing on the
records of the Navy against any enlisted man in the Navy or
the Marine Corps who served in the Civil War, under certain
conditions,

One condition required to exist in order that the Secretary
of the Navy might exercise his discretion was that the enlisted
man seeking relief must have faithfully served until May 1,
1865, having previously served six months or more.

This law also provided that when the charge of desertion
was removed it was the duty of the Secretary of the Navy to
issue a certificate of discharge to the said enlisted man. or, in
case of his death, to his heirs or to his legal representatives.

The facts concerning the case of John Mitchell are as follows:

John Mitchell, in May, 1861, enlisted as a private in Com-
pany D, Third New York Volunteer Infantry, and after serv-
ing two years received an honorable discharge.

In March, 1865, Mitchell enlisted in the Navy for two years
as a landsman, and served until August 26, 1865, when he
deserted at Mound . City, IIL

Shortly before Mitchell's desertion his father had died, and
prior to that one of his brothers had died in the war, and he
went home at the urgent request of his mother, and, as he
thought at the time, when there was nothing more for him to
do, the war being over. It appears that he did not know that
it was required to be mustered out.

Notwithstanding his honorable discharge for previous serv-
fces in the war, Mitchell could not get the charge of desertion
agninst him on the records of the Navy Department removed
under the statute of 1888, because he had not served in the
Navy six months prior to May 1, 1865.

The object of this bill is to elear up the Navy record of this
man by removing the charge of desertion and by issning to him
a discharge certificate as provided by the law of 1888,

Mr. MANN, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman wants an honor-
able discharge. This bill would not give it to him. It would
not do the man any good to pass the bill. The President has
repeatedly vetoed bills in this form. I am not willing to pass
this bill in this form by unanimous consent and then say to
the next man that I will not consent.

Mr. REILLY of Wisconsin. This man already has one hon-
orable discharge, and he is not asking for an honorable dis-
charge in this bill. While the bill as originally introduced
called for an honorable discharge, the change was made to the
present form of the bill on the suggestion and recommendation
of the Secretary of the Navy, the idea of the Secretary of
the Navy being that while Mr. Mitchell’'s case did not come
within the letter of the statute of 1888, it came within the spirit
of that statute.

Mr. MANN. But they were honorably discharged.

Mr. REILLY of Wisconsin. The gentleman from Illinois is
mistnken. The men who come within the spirit of the statute
of 1888 did not get an honorable discharge. The statute sim-
ply requires that it was the duty of the Secretary of the Navy
to issue to these men a discharge.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present comnsid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. I object.

1. C. JOHNSON, JR.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 11767) for the relief of 1. C. Johnson, jr.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I objeect.
RICHARD PHILLIF M'CULLOUGH.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 12064) for the relief of Lieut. Richard Phillip
McCullough, United States Navy.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I object.

COL. DAVID L. BRAINARD, QUARTERMASTER CORPS, UNITED STATES
ARMY,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (8. 5203) for the promotion and retirement of Col. David
L. Brainard, Quartermaster Corps, United States Army.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I object.

JuLy 31,

BETH WATSON,

The next business in order on the Prlvnte-Calendar .was tila
bill (8. 1149) for the relief of Seth Watson.
The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That in the administration of any laws confer-
ring rlghts. aglvl!eges. and benefits upon honorably ischarged sol-
diers, Seth atson, who was a first lleutenant of Com

Twenty-eighth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer
shall hereafter be Leld and considered to have been discharged homor-
nh]g from the ml!itar{ service of the United States as a member of
sald company and regiment on the 24th day of June, 1864: Provided
That no pay or bounty shall acerue or betome payable by reason of
the passage of this act.
The CHAIRMAN., Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill? [After a pause.] 'The Chair hears none,
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be favorably reported
to the House.

B,
nfantry,

THOMAS 0. RUNNING,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was an
act (8. 663) for the relief of Thomas G. Itunning.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, eto, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pn% out of any ugoney in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Thomas G. Running the sum

of $720 for injuries receiv while employed in the United States
Forest Service during the year 1904.

The committee amendment was read, as follows:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “ $720” and insert * $2,600."

The CHAIRMAN., Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object,
this is where I suppose, in an inadvertent moment, the com-
mittee declded to put in $2,500 instead of a year’s salary. Does
the gentleman desire to insist on that amendment?

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman this is
a little different from the ordinary run of these cases. This
man has totally lost his eyes. He is out there alone, and the
committee thought in view of the fact he had lost the sight of
both of his eyes that $720 was totally inadequate.

Mr. MANN. Oh, well, “totally inadequate.” Of course it is
totally adequate to recompense a man if we paid $50,000 for the
loss of his eyesight.

Mr. POU. Weli, there iz a great deal of difference between
$720 and $2,500 to a man who has nothing.

Mr. MANN. I object.

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman if he will
object in the event we agree to the Senate bill?

Mr. MANN. That is what I asked the gentleman, but I could
not get an answer.

Mr. POU. I did not so understand the gentleman from
Illinois. T am willing to accept the Senate bill if T can put it
through without objection. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation
carrying the sum of $720, as provided for in the Senate bill.

Mr. BUTLER. And that man is blind.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from North Carolina asks
unanimous consent that the bill be laid aside with a favorable
recommendation in the amount of $720, as provided in the Senate
bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none.

So the bill was laid aside with a favorable recommendation.

BENJAMIN A, SANDERS,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 12198) for the relief of Benjamin A. Sanders.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be {t enacted, ete., That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pag, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Benjamin A, Banders, the sum of
;2,500, in full compensaiion for Injuries recelved by him on December

6, 1012, while in the performance of his duties as an employee of
the United States Government, being principal of the Ulintah Indian
boarding school, Whiterocks, Utah, by a fying piece of a broken cmery
wheel used as a part of the equipment of said school.

The committee amendment was read, as follows :

Page 1, line 6, strike out * $2,500 " and insert “ $1,000."

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consider-
ation of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re-
ported favorably to the House.

V. E. SCHERMERHORN AND OTHERS,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was an
act (8. 4030) for the relief of V. ™. Schermerhorn, B, O. Caley,
G. W. Campbell, and Philip Hudspeth.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, I object.
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects.

Mr. HELVERING. Mr, Chairman, I hope the gentleman will
withhold his objection for just a moment.

Mr. MANN. I will be very willing to do so, although it is
now b o'clock, but I shall object in the end. There is no merit
in the bill, according to my opinion. I thought possibly I was
expediting the rest of the calendar by objecting at this moment.
I am not otherwise interested in it.

Mr. HELVERING. I do not know, but perhaps the gentleman
has read this report very carefully.

Mr. MANN. I have read the report and I know what it is.

Mr. HELVERING. The gentleman undoubtedly believes the
property was destroyed by the employees of the Government?

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt the property was burned. not
the slightest, but there is no evidence to show the Government
had anything to do with it. If they had, they are not respon-
gible. The people ought to carry insurance.

Mr. HELVERING. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimons consent
to extend my remarks by printing the Senate report on this bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
extend his remarks in the manner indicated. Is there objec-
tion? [After a pange.] The Chair hears none.

The Senate report is as follows:

[Senate Report No. 461, Bixty-third Congress, second session.]

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (8. 4930
for the relief of V. E. Schermerhorn, E. C. Caley, G. W. Campbell, an
Philip Hudspeth, having considered the same, report thereon with the
recommendation that the bill do pass with the following amendments :

In line 7, strike out the figures “§6,250 " and insert in lieu thereof
the flgures * $2,767.45."

On page 2, line 2, strike out the figures * $7,502 " and Insert in lien
thereof the figures ** $3.100.45."”

The facts in the case are fully set forth in the following proceedings
of a board of officers convened at Fort Riley, Kans., which is appended
hereto and made a part of this report:

Proceedings of n board of officers convened at Fort Riley, Eans., pur-
suant to the following orders:

8pecial Order HEADQUARTERS,

No. 213. Fort Riley, Kans., October 16, 1908,

A board of officers is ap?olnml to inquire into and report upon the
origin and circumstances of a grnlrle fire which occurred on this mill-
tary reservation, near the northern boundary, on the 15th instant, and
whieh is reported to have spread to and caused serious damage on the
farm of Mr. Schermerhorn, adjoining the reservation,

The board will, if possible, determine the responsibility for the occur-
rence and estimate the amount of damage done outside of the reserva-

On.

Detail for the board: Maj. John E. McMahon, Sixth Field Artillery;
Capt. Charles R. Lloyd, Sixth Field Artillery; First Lieut. James V.
Riley, Bixth Field Artillery,

By order of Col. Ward:

ErxEsT HINDs, Adfutant General,

HEADQUARTERS,
Fort Riley, Kang., November 18, 1908,
- - Ll * - L L]

2, Capt. Charles R. Lloyd, Sixth Field Artillery, Is, on account of
absence from the post, relleved as a member of n board of officers ap-
pointed by Special Order No. 213, current series, these headquarters,
and Capt, Louis T. Boiseau, Sixth Field Artillery, is detailed in his
stead.

By command of Gen. Kerr:

* N. E. AVERILL,

Captain, Seventh Cavalry, Acting Adjutant General.

The board convened pursuant to the above order has the homor to
submit the following report:

Upon investigation the board finds that nngmm fire was started on
the morning of October 15, 1908, by Pvt. Marcele Bxdek, Battery A,
Sixth Field Artillery. While the battery was engaged In target prae.
tice on Packers HIill, this soldier was standing near his whee ?a r, in
the position occupled by the limbers. While engaged in lighting his

ipe, he was compelled to drop It suddenly In order to attend to his
rorses, and the fire from the pipe was communicated to the long grass,
A high wind, which was blowing at the time, spread the fire rapidly
but It was eventually put out and guards stationed around the edges of
the burned area to prevent the recurrence of the fire from stray sparks.
These guards were removed when the battery returned to the post. In
the afternoon of the same day another grass fire broke out, which
sgmad rapldly, owing to the high wind, and which, In spite of the
efforts made to extinguish it, extended to the farms north of the reser-
vation, owned, respectively, by V. E. Bchermerhorn, Phlllfu Hudspeth,

8

Bpeclal Order
peNo. 240, }

HEnd("Gé ‘l\’ Campbell. Part of Mr. Bchermerhorn's farm leased by
. C. Caley.
The amount of damage 13 estimated as follows:

G. W, Campbell, 2 loads of sorghvm, at §8 $10
Phillp Hudspeth, 16 tons hay, at 128
Philip Hudspeth, 20 bushels corn, at $0.30 g
K. €. Caley, 15 tons hay, at §8 120
E. C. Caley, 240 bushels corn, at $0.30 T2

As regards the Inglug done the Schermerhorn orchard, the board has
found considerable difficulty In determining the value of the damage.
The fire spread irregularly through the orchard, singeing the trees and
injuring the crop of apples at the time on the trees. Mr. Schermerhorn
submitted a sketch of the burned area, together with an afiidavit of his
father, E. R. Bchermerhorn, stating that the trees were valued at $10
each. The skeich and affidavit are forwarded bherewith, marked * In-
closure 1.,” A careful examination of the burned area was then made
b{ F. E. Conter, forester, quartermaster department, whose report and
sketch are forwarded herewith, marked “ Inclosure 2."

From these data it appears that there were 12.25 acres over which
the damage was spread, but that the 637 tree spaces burned over cover
an area of 9.12 acres. From the accompanying letter (inclosure 3) of

Mr. Albert Dickens, head of the department of hortieulture and forestry,
Kansas State Agricultural College, it appears that the value of orchani
lands similar to Mr. Schermerhorn’s varies from $200 to $250 an acre.
On this basis, allowing the clalmant the 12.25 acres burned over, the
actual damage done would be between $2,450 and $3,0862.50. To this
;lelgull)d be added $11.20, the value of 28 bushels of apples at 40 cents
ushel.

If, on the other hand, the damage be estimated by considering the
number of trees actually destroyed, and allowing r tree, as
claimed by Mr, Schermerhorn, the damage would be as follows:

422 tr 8 to 9 years, at $10. . $4,220.00
6 mef-si to 2 years, at S? s $ 6. 00
31 sprouts, at 20 cents - 4. 20
28 bushels apples, at 40 cents Sl 11. 20

Total 4, 243.40

Allowing a stand of T0 frees to the acre, the valuation of the trees
at $10 each would make the orchard worth $700 per acre, which is
belleved to be excessive,

The board is of the opinlon that it would be just to all parties con-
cerned to assess the damage done as follows:

12.25 acres, at $2206 per acre
28 bushels apples, at 40 cents

Total 2, 767. 40

From an examination made of the burned area nnd the testimony of
the several officers and enlisted men who were detailed to superintend
the putt'i]%g out of the first fire, the hoard is not prepared to say that
the seco fire originated from the first. The evidence shows that all
due precautions were taken to extinguish the original fire and to*
prevent Its spread, and that when the second fire broke out in the after-
noon immediate sieps were taken to put it out. It is the experience of
the members of the board that grass fires are continually breaking out
on the reservation during the dry season, and that it is generally found
impossible to determine their origin or cause. In view of the above,
the board Is unable to determine definitely the responsibility for the
fire which caused the damage,

At the time of the fire Col. F. K., Ward, Seventh Cavalry, was In
tempc;rur}' command of the post, the commanding general being on sick
report.

Jxo. E. McManoN,
Major, Birth Ficld Artillery.
L. T. Bolseau
Captain, Sizth Picld Artillery.
J. W. RILEY,
First Licutenant and Battalion Quartermaster,
Bixth Field Artillery.
s HEADQUARTERS,
Fort Riley, Kans., March 10, 1909,
Approved.

It is not shown that elther Col. F. K. Ward, Seventh Cavalry, com-
manding Fort Riley at the time of the fire; First Lieut. B. F. Browne,
Bixth Field Aruller'[y the officer in command of Battery A, Sixth Iield
Artillery, on the dr i day in question; or the United States is responsi-
ble for the loss referred to from fire,

J. B. Kezrs,

Drigadier General, Commanding.

[First indorsement.]
UARTERS,

HEeA
Fort Riley, Kans., March 15, 1909,

Itespectfully forwarded to the adjutant general, Department of the
Missouri, Omaha, Nebr,
The board has very carefully inves: ted this matter, and the pro-
ceedings are forwarded for the information of bigherJauﬁhoﬁity.
. B, Kerr,
Brigadier General, United States Army, Commanding.

[Second indorsement.]

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE MISSOURI,
Omaha, Nebr., March 23, 1909,

Respectfully returned to the commanding general, Fort Riley, Kans,

The board will make an examination after Juae 1 and ascertain the
number of frult trees actually killed by the fire,

The board will also obtain the statements of the owners of the dam-
aged property, as to the origin of the fire, and as to the efforts made
:;; them to extinguish it and to protect their own property from destruc-

on,

By command of Brig. Gen. Morton,

: C. W. KexNXEDY, Adjutant General,

[Third indorsement.]
HEADQUARTERS,

Fort Riley, Kans., March 25, 1909,
Nespectfully returned to Maj. John E. MeMahon, Sixth Field Artil-
lery, president of the board, inviting attention to preceding indorsement,
Ey command of Brig. Gen. Kerr.
EnxesT Hixps,
Adjutant General, Commanding.

ForT RiLpY, KaANs., June 23, 1009,
The board met at 11.30 a. m.
Present : Maj. John E. MeMahon, Sixth Field Artillery; Capt. Louls
T. Boiseaun, Bixth Field Artlller{.
Absent: First Lieut. J. W. Riley, Sixth Field Artillery, absent with
lzno\;}e. per 8. 0. 96, headquarters partment of the Missouri, May 19,

The evidence of the property owners as to the measures taken to pro-
tect their preperty against damage by fire is forwarded herewith,
marked “ Inclosures 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12."

From an inspection made by the board, assisted by two foresters of
the Quartermaster's Department, of the Schermerhorn orchard, it ap-
pears that an area of about 12 acres of the orchard has been cleared
and planted in corn since the fire. The board found that the fruit trees
had Eeen removed from this arean and were piled in three heaps on the
adjoining pround. These trees were counted as carefully as possible
and the number found to be about 625. From this it would appear that
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Jury 31,

ﬁ;nmnunt of damages estimated by the board in the original proceed-
g

is apparently correc
belng turther business, the board adjourned sine die.

Rty 554 J¥o. E. McMaHOX,

Major, Bixth Fleld Artillery, President,
L. T. Boiseau,

Caeptain, Sizth Pield Artillery. Member.

HEADQUARTERS,
Fort Riley, Kans., Junc B6, 1909,

F. K. Wasp,
Oolonel Seventh Cavalry, Commanding Post.

JACOB M. COOPER.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was an
act (8. 754) for the relief of Jacob M. Cooper.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I object.
MIRICK BURGESS.
The next business in order on the Private Calendar was an
net (8. 5065) for the relief of Mirick Burgess.
The bill was read, as follows: e
s he administration of any laws conferring
ri %:afi e:?ﬁ::’:g“an?agﬂl:ﬁﬁ‘m apon honomb]iy dis{harmd soldiers,
rick Burgess, who was a private of Company I, Third Reziment New
Hampshire Volunteer Infantiry, and of Company H, Twelfth Regiment
Dnited States Infantry, shail hereafter be held and considered to have
bean discharged honorably from the military service of the United States
as a1 member of the last-named company and reziment on March 28,
1863 : Provided, That no pay nor bounty shall acerue or become payable
by reason of the passage of this act.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of this bill?

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr, STEVENS of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman re-
serve his objection?

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, T will withhold my objection
long enough to say that this seems to me a clear case of deser-
tion. As soon as the man had secured his bounty on his second
enlistmant and what was coming to him on his first enlistment
he deserted from his second enlistment. He received. 1 believe.
a bounty on his second enlistment: and as soon as he was sure
of that bounty. a month or two after be enlisted and immedi-
ately after he secured his back pay, he deseried.

Mr. STEVENS of New Hampshire. If the gentleman will ex-
amine the report, he will find

Mr. MONDELL. I have examined it

Mr. STEVENS of New Hampshire. He will see that this sol-
dier after about a year's service was wounded and was in the
hospital for guite a long while.

Mr., MONDELIL. I saw that.

Mr. STEVENS of New Hampshire. While he was in the
hospital he wns reenlisted in another regiment, but he never
joined the regiment. He remained at the hospital.

Mr. MONDELL. I was of the opinion he did join the regi-
ment and was with the regiment for a short time, and the very
doy or the day after he received his full pay for his first enlist-
ment, having in the meantime secured his bounty on his second
enlistment, he deserted

Mr. STEVENS of New Hampshire. I think the record
shows——

Mr. MONDELL. The very day or day after.

Mr. STEVENS of New Hampshire. [ think the record shows
that he never joined the Second Regiment.

Mr. MONDELL. Assuming that he never joined the Second
Regiment, so much the worse.

Mr. STEVENS of New Hampshire. He was not fit for serv-
ice, and remained for a considerable time in the hospital.

Mr. MOXDELIL. Then he should not have been accepted as
a veteran volunteer and given a bounty if he was not in con-
dition to join his company or his organization.

Mr. STEVENS of New Hampshire. I think f the gentleman
will read the record——

Mr. MOXDELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take the
time of the commiitee except to say this, that a common sort
of desertion—and I have gone over many cases in former years—
are those of men who having served one brief enlistment, then
enlisted as veterans, secured bounties, and a few days after-
words deserted.

Mr. STEVENS of New Hampshire. T do not think that is the
ease here. 1 think if the gentleman will read the report he will
be convinced that is not the case.

{ thThemCHAlBMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of
. the bill? !
' Mr. MONDELI, I object.

PHILIP COOK.

| The next business in order on the Private Calendar was an
'::t{&l%)tsrﬂmraﬂatot?hﬂip(}oc&. The bill was read

Approved,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of this bill?

Mr. MONDELL., Mr. Chairman, I object.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming objects,
and the Clerk will report the next bill,

CALEE T. HOLLAND,

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 17752) for the relief of Caleb T. Holland.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacied, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferrin
rights, privileges, and benefits upon homorably discharzed soldiers Cale
T, Holland, who was a private of Company [, Bixteenth Regiment
Illinols Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to
have been disecharged bonoerably from the milita service of the
United States as s member of sald company and regiment on the 18th
day of April, 1864.
mTl;?uCHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of
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Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chalrman, this man deserted three
separate and distinet times, I objeect.

Mr, HILI. Will you reserve your objection for a minute?

Mr. MONDELL. I will reserve my objection.

Mr. HILL. I know this man personally. and if you will read
the record carefully—and if that is not sufficient I will get the
complete report from The Adjutant General—yon will find ore
of those desertions was at the time he was sick with typhoid
pneumonia, and they lost track of him: but he went back to
his company in a short time. The desertion yon speak of was
one that happened on the 18th of April, 1864, over in Indiana,
when the regiment was moving. At this time, as the aflidavit
sets out fully—and the evidence is overwhelming—the captam
of the compnny had a grodge against this man. He was charged
with breaking into a barrel of rum, which I suppose Le did net
do, from overwhelming evidence, and it was charged he was
going to be put in the guardhouse. Now, this man did not do
any more than leave the service and join another company up at
Indianapolis,

Mr. MONDELL. That is what a1l the bounty jumpers did.

Mr. HILL. I deny that this man was a bounty jumper. and
this record says he did not receive any bounty. He did not re-
ceive any bounty at all

Mr. MONDELL. There is no record from the War Depari-
ment saying he did not receive a bounty.

Mr. HILL. They so stated in the report here.

Mr, MONDELL., Somebody might be wistaken. But if this
man when he deserted and then reenlisted under an assumed
name did not receive a bounty or some cash consideration, then
I am very, very much mistaken.

There is nothing in the War Department records that T can
see to indicate that he did not. He seems to have been an
habitnal deserter. He may be an exemplary ecitizen now. That
is the unfortunate feature of some of these cases—that men
who did things in their youth that they should not bave dune
afterwards become very good citizens. But I do not believe that
we shouid cure records of that kind. I do not think we should
correct a record of that kind and place a man who was almost
a professional deserter on the same footing with regard to the
benefits of the pension laws and otherwise as a man who has
houorably served his country.

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, the regular order,

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. Is there
objection?

Mr. MONDELL. I obiect.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming objects.
The Clerk will report the next bill.

TITLE TO CERTAIN LARD IN 8T, LOUIS, MO.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. It. 11765) to perfect the title to land belonging to the
M. Forster Real Estate Co., of St. Louis, Mo,

The Clerk read the bill. as follows:

Whereas it appears by satisfactory evidence adduced that the M. Forster
Real Estate Co., of St. Louls, Mo., a corporation exlsting under and
by virtue of the laws of the State of Missourd, Is the equitable owner
of all right, title, and interest in and to a parcel of land situated in
clty blotk No. 57 of the city of 8f. Zouls and the State of Missouri,
more particnlarly deseribed as follows: Beginning at a point on the
west Hpe of Second Street north 17° 10° east 64 feet 2 ine from the
northeast corper of Second and Myrtie Streets; rumning thence
porth T2° 12° west 160 feet 10 inches: themce nerth 17° 11° east
6 feet 2 Inches; thence south 72° 3° east 1680 feet 10 Inches; thence
south 17° 10° west 6 feet 2} inches to the place of beginning ; hounded
on the north by the claim of Fanny Deaver, on the south by the claim
of Alexis Lalande’s 1 representatives, on the east by Second

the west the clalm of Marie Rose Lajoye and Helen
Leroux’s representatives. And it sppearing further that legal rtitle
to sald parcel of land is now vested in the Unlfted States of America,
sald legal title at no time having been granted , eonflrme
or in any wise relinguizshed to the owner or pweers of said land,
no survey thereof baving been meade by the United States; and
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Whereas it appears further that said M. Forster Real Estate Co. and
Marquardt Forster, its grantir, have owned and been in open, notori-
ous, and continuous possession of said land for a period of more than
20 years, to wit, since the 9th day of June, 15890 : Now, therefore,

Be it enacted, ete,, That all the right, title, and interest of the United
States In and to a certain parcel of land situated in the city of Bt.
Louis and State of Missouri, sald land being more fully described as
follows, to wit: Beginning at a point on the west line of Second Street
north 17° 10’ east 64 feet 2 Inches from the northeast corner of
Second and Myritle Streets; running thence north 72° 12' west
160 feet 10 inches; thence north 17° 11° east G feet 2 finches;
thence south 72° 3" east 1060 feet 10 inches; thence south
17° 10" west G feet 2} jnches to the place of beginning; bounded
on the north by the claim of Fanny Deaver, on the south by the
claim of Alexls Lalande's legal representatives, on the east by Sec-
ond Street, and on the west by the claim of Marie Itose Lajoye and
Ielen Leroux's vepresentatives, for which no confirmation has hereto-
fore Leen granted or no survey made by the United States, be, and the
same is hereby, granted, released, relinguished, and confirmed by the
United States to the M. Forster Iteal Estate Co., a corporation exist-
ing under and by virtue of the laws of the Htate of Missouri, owners
of the equitable title thereto, and to its successors and assigns, forever,
as fully and completely in every resi:tect whatever as could be done by
patent izsued thevefor uaccording to law: Provided, That the confirma-
ilon granted shall amount only to a relinquishment of nnf’ title that
the United States has or is supposed to have in and to said land and
sghall not be construed to abridge, impalr, injure, prejudice, or divest in
any manner any valid right, title, or interest of any person or body
corporate whatsoever, the true meaning and infent of this act being to
coneede and abandon all right, title, and interest of the United States
to said corporation, the M, Forster Real Estate Co., lts successors and
sssigns, who would be the true and lawful owners of said land under
the laws of the State of Missonri, including the laws of preseription, in
the absence of sald interest, title, and estate of the United States.

With committee amendments, as follows:

Amend by striking out all of the Preamble.

Amend, pa 3, llne 8, by Inserting, after the word * representa-
tives,” the foﬁ%wing: “as shown on the plat of the town of St. Louis,
approved by the United States surveyor general on April 14, 1850, and
on file in the General Land O o

Amend, page 3, llnes 9 and 10, by striking out the words *‘or no
survey made by the United States.”

“The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendments.

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a
favorable recommendation.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill.

COMMODORE T, E. DE WITT VEEDER.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 7848) for the relief of Ten Eyck De Witt Veeder,
commodore on the retired list of the United States Navy.

The bill was read.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-
gideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. I object, Mr, Chairman. .

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects.
The Clerk will report the next one.

IDA SEYMOUR TULLOCH ET AL,

The next business in order on flie Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 16755) authorizing and directing the Secretary of
the Interior to execute and deliver a deed in favor of and to
Ida Seymour Tulloch, Roberta Worms, and Ethel White Kim-
pell for sublot 38 of original lot 17 in reservation D, upon the
official plan of the city of Washington, in the District of Co-
lumbia.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Becretary of the Interlor be, and he is
hereby, aunthorized and directed to execute and deliver a deed in favor
of and to Ida BSeymour Tulloch, Roberta Worms, and Ethel White
Kimpell, conveying to them in fee, ns tenants In common, gublot 38
of original lot 17 In reservation D, lald out opon the low grounds of
the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, which lot was
sold to Ambrose White on December 11, 1830, under the provisions of
the act of Congress of May 7, 1822 (3 Staf. L., 691), but no deed
of sald lot was ever made under said act or under the act of Congress
of July 1, 1879 (21 Stat. L., 47), to him or his successors inm the
equitable {itle thereof.

With a committee amendment, as follows:
Amend, page 1, line 4, by striking out"the words “ and directed ™

and inserting the words “ at his discretion.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection {o the present consid-
eration of the bill?

There was no objection.
. The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.
* The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a
favorable recommendation. -

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the next one.

OTTO L. WOLFSTEINER AND LILLIE M. THOMSON.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 6201) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
issue a deed to the persons hereinafier named for part of a
lot in the Distriet of Columbia.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete, L fely au-
thorized and directed t%hg;egﬂgesnenéegg vc‘:-rt%h%}tﬁﬂt?.lﬂ\i'gfrs?gilgyg nafxud
Lillle M. Thomson, of the city of Washington, D. C., as tenants in
common, a deed conveying to them in fee the following-described part
of lot 39, of reservation 10, of the low grounds, Distriet of Columbia,
on the west side of Third Street, north of Pennsylvania Avenue, city
of Washington: Beginning at the northeast corner of sald lot 39,
thence south on the west side of Third Street 25 feet to the south end
of said lot; thence west 150 feet; thence north 25 feet: and thence
east 150 feet to the place of beginning, and known as the eastern part
of sald lot 39, which lot with othérs was sold to Judge Buckner
Thruston In 1822, under the provisions of the act of Congress of May
7, 1822 (3 Btats, 691), but no deed was ever made to him, or his
successors in title, from these United States for such eastern part of
said lot 39.

With the following committee amendment :

Page 1, lines 3 and 4, strike out the words “ and directed ” and in-
sert In lleu thereof the words “ in his discretion.”

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection fo the present con-
sideration of the bill?

There was no objection,

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be
reported to the House with a favorable recommendation.

DANIEL M, FROST.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was an
act (8. 1807) for the relief of Daniel M. Frost.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That Danlel M Frost be anthorized to make a
homestead entry for an anappropriated quarter section of publie lan
gubject to said entry, as though his former entry No. 6395, Larn
(Eans.) series, had not been made.

Skc 2. That the Secretary of the Intericr is authorized and directed
to allow said Frost credit for the residence and cultivation had by him
in connection with said Larned entry as though it were had on said
second entry when proof is submitted on the latter.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I have some doubt
as to the propriety of the first section of this bill to give this
man the right to make another homestead entry, but on the facts
stated in the report I have no doubt whatever that the second
section ought not to be enacted, because it practically gives him
scrip for 160 acres which he is not entitled to.

Mr. JOHNSON of Utah. I do not understand that it gives
him any such right. It gives him the right to go upon the
public domain and make a homestead entry, and it authorizes
the Secretary of the Interior to allow him credit for residence
upon this new entry of the same length of time that he for-
merly resided on the other entry.

Mr. MAXN. He was there long enough to buy the land—to
commute,

Mr. JOHNSON of Utah. Yes.

Mr. MANN. It is just like issuing to him serip for the land.

Mr. JOHNSON of Utah. But that he might get after a
year's residence; but on a homestead entry he would bhave to
reside for five years.

Mr. MANN. The fact of the matter is that probably the
man was guilty of collusion in making his first homestead
entry, and he did not get it.

Mr. JOHNSON of Utali. T hope the gentleman from Illinois
will not object. The record discloses the fact that this man
went upon this land believing it was subject to homestead en-
try and that another man by the name Weine attempted to
make a preemption filing a month or so after Frost had made
the homestead entry. This matter was contested and went
before the Commissioner of the Geperal Land Office and be-
fore the Secretary of the Interior, who both held that Mr,
Frost had the right to make his entry. Afterwards, under a
new Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Frost offered to pay or com-
mute the price of the land—$110. An appeal was taken from
that, and the new Secretary of the Interior then held on ap-
peal that this land was not subject to homestead entry, but
that it was subject to preemption. This man Frost having
no right of preemption, having exhausted his right, of course
could not take the land. Meantime, as the report shows, he
had erected a house on the land and had lived there with his
family. After this holding of the Secretary of the Interior,
and after a patent had issued to this man Weine, Mr. Frost
brought an action, which he earried to the Supreme Court of
the United States, claiming that this man Weine held the land
as a trustee for him—Frost. The court decided against him,
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He pursued the matter for 10 years, attempting to get title
to this land. Ie is now a resident of Uinta County, in my
State. He is a very aged man and a poor one, and it seems to
me under these circumstances, having acted In good faith, he
certainly ought to have the right conferred by this bill. He
carried his contest to the court of last resort. It seems to me
that under these circumstances he ought to be allowed what-
ever residence he can prove to apply on the new homestead
when he proves up.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, of course I do not know as to the
volue of the land which was in controversy for these 10 yenrs.
The controversy went to the Supreme Court of the United
States. But 1 suspect it wus more valuable than the ordi-
nary homestead entry. This man made a homestead entry.
and it was charged he made it by collusion with the land office.
The report says:

It was charged that Frost made his entry by collusion with the
register of the United States land office at Larned, who suggested to
him the making of an entry for the land invelved and accepted an
application executed at Dodge City, instead of at the local office.

It is true that the department was not able to say that there
was collusion. I think that what Is stated in the report shows
that there was collusion and that he was not a bona fide settler
on the land. I am willing to let him have the right to make
a homesteazd entry, but if what he wants is serip worth a few
dollars an acre. I do not think be is entitled to it.

Mr. JOHNSON of Utah. I would prefer to have the second
section stricken out rather than to have the bill lost.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. Chairman, the man has a right now to
make a homestead entry even if this bill did not pass. The only
relief at all afforded by the bill is contained in section 2. If that
were stricken out, the bill would be a nullity. A man who has
heretofore lost his homestend right for any cause other than by
frand or for a valuable considerntion has the right to make a
second homestend entry under existing law. The fact is. Mr.
Frost, now well advanced in years, and a pioneer in the Uinta
Indian Reservation, recently opened to settlement, made a home-
stead entry aud established a home on land which he believed
was subject to homestead entry. His entry was contested on
the ground that these lands under the terms of their cession as
formerly a part of an Indinn reservation could only be nequired
under the preemption land law then in force. The guestion was
by no means a clear one, and after several favorable decisions
the eace finally, on appeal to the Secretary of the Interior, was
decided adverse to him and he lost the land and improvements
he had made and the time he had devoted to his entry in good
faith. He now asks in this bill to simply have the time of resi
dence on his former bomestead apply on another homestead
entry. He exhausted every remedy in defense of his former
entry, and surely. from the decisions in his favor. he was justi-
fied in believing he had the right to make his former eutry.

Mr. MANN. He seems to have been in this business a good
deal.

AMr. HOWELL. XNo: there is nothing in the report in the case
that warrants this imputation. The Assistant Secretary exon-
erates him from any charge of collusion. His chief and only
offending was to make a boua fide homestead entry on lands that
were afterwards held to be subject only to acquisition under
the preemption law. It is true he bad previously exhausted
his right of preemption, but bad a perfeet right to make a
homestead entry. Now that in his advanced age be has gone
into a new country fo aid in its development and settlement it
is only fair and just that the time of residence on his former
entry should be credited to him in making a home in the wilder-
ness. He lost his former homestead, made in good faith,
through no faunlt of his, but by the ambiguity of the laws ap-
plicable to the area embracing it, besides sustaining the heavy
expense of protracted litigation in which the decisions varied
for and against him. This bill provides but a small measure
of relief. and I appeal to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
MANN] not to interpose his fint of objection to its consideration.

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, the regular order.

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is, Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object.

G. L. TANEYHILL.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was an
act (8. 1124) for the relief of G. L. Taneyhill.

The Clerk read the title to the bill

Mr. MANN. I object.

HEEMAN VON WERTHERN.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was an
act (8. 2472) for the relief of Herman von Werthern,

The Clerk read the title to the bill.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I object

AARON 8. WINNER.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was an
act (8. 725) to correct the military record of Aaron 8. Winner.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That In the administration of the pens'on laws
Aaron 8. Winner, who was a private in Company H. One hundred and
forty-ninth Rleziment Iadiana Volunteer Infan'ry, shall hereafter be
held and considered to have heen discharged honorably from the mili-
tary service of the United States as a member of that company and
regiment on the 25th day of July, 18835

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. I object.

JOHN P. FITZGERALD.

The next business.or the Private Calendar in order was an
act l{ds. 2715) to amend the military record of John I’. Fitz-
gerald.

The Clerk read the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. I object.

"TALDO H. COFFMAN.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was an
act (8. 4023) for the relief of Waldo H. Coffman.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, eic., That in the administration of any laws conferring
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharzed soldiers,
Waldo H. Coffman, formerly a private of the gl]nvty-!h!rd Company,
Coast Artillery Col'gs. United States Army, shall hereafter be held and
considered to have been discharged honorably from the military serviece
of the United States as a member of said company on the 18th day of
August, 1913 : Prorided, That all pay and atllowances due him on said
date shall be allowed him,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. I object.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will not the gentleman withhold his ob-
Jeetion? |

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. I will

Mr. CAMPBELL. This is a Senate bill. It has been reported
and acted upon in that body; it has been favorably reported by
the Committee on Military Affairs of the House. This party
was tried in June and July. 1913, for two alleged statements.
It was alleged that he had made some disparaging statement
concerning the flag, and that he had made some disparaging
statements concerning the Vice President of the United States
who had just died. He was tried and dishonorably discharged
from the Army and sentenced to imprisonment for two years.
Afterwards, i1 reviewing the record, the Secretary of War eame
to the conclusion that the testimony did not justify the sentence,
at least that portion of it that imprisoned the soldier, and that
part of the sentence was remitted by the Secretary of War.

In reviewing the matter the yuestion was raised as to whether
or not the testimony showed that the soldier was at all guilty
of the matter with which he was charged. The fact is that the
principal charge against the young man was that bhe was a
Socialist, and be, it seems, had become obnoxious on that ac-
count to some of his comrades. I appeal to the gentleman from
Minnesota [Mr. SmiTH], to the Members of the House, that
we should not try men for political offenses in the Army or out
of it, and the worst that this young man was gullty of, it seems,
was that he was a Soclalist and did not hesitate on oceasions
to say so The bill has been favorably reported by the Sennte
and passed by the Senate, and has been favorably reported by
the House. and it simply provides that hereafter in the admin-
istration of the laws he shall be considered to have been honor-
ably discharged. and bhave his pay up to the time of the trinl
The War Department, while not recommending the bill. thinks
that is not an unreasonable thing to do in this case. and [ sin-
cerely hope that the gentleman from Minnesota will not object.

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Mr. Chalrman, in view of what
the gentleman from Kansas has said, 1 withdraw the objection.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I think we are going far
afield. when, by act of Congress. we set aside court-martial
decisions. I do not happen to know anything about this case,
and therefore 1 am not justified in objecting, but I do think it
is & very extraordinary proceeding.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the prescnt con-
sideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom-
mendation,

JOHN MINAHAN.

The next husiness in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. I&. 5753) to correct the military record of John Minahan,
alias John Bagley.
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The Clerk read the bill. as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War ?& and he is Dhereby,,
anthorized and directed tv correct the military of John Minahan,
alias John Bagley, late a private in Company K, Elghth Regiment New
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to issue to said John Minahanp, alias
John Bagley, an honorable discharge of date August 24, 1864 : Pro-
cided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or
payable by virtue of the passage of this act.

With the fellowing committee amendments:

8trike out all after the enacting clause and Insert:

*That in the administration of the pension laws John Minahan,
alias Jehn Eagley, late a private In Company K, Eightlr Regiment New
Hampshire Volunteers, be held and considered to have been honorably
discharged from the military serviee of the United States as a private
in sald compan.}' and regiment on the 24th day of August, 1864 : Pro-
vided, That no back pay, back pension, Baek aliowanees, or emolmnents
ghall acerue by reason of the passage of this act.™

Amend the ritle so as to read: “A bill for the relief of John
Minuhan, alins John Bagley.”

The CHAIRMAN. [Is there objection to the presen: consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. MANXN. Mr. Chairman, T object.

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, T hope the gen-
tleman will reserve his objection for a moment.

"Mr. MAXN. 1 will reserve my objection for & moment.

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. Mr. Chalrman, I regard this as.
a very worthy case. It has been pending for a goed, long tie.

AMr. MANN. I will eall the attention of the gentleman frow
Nebraska to what is bethering we in conmection with this bill.
This man deserted. That is ndmnitted. He enlisted again ander
a different nnme, as a substitute for anether man who was sub-
ject to draft, and the Navy Departiuent says that Le did this
for the purpose for secnring a bonuty. Of eourse he says he did
not get the bounty. That is what is bothering me.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ne-
braska nmderstunds that if ns a matter of fact that he did not
get the bounty, then there is no necessity for passing this bill,
becuuse there is a general act under which a mun having an
honorable discharge from his last eontract of service and deser-
tion from a forwer enlistent is forgiven. This man bhas not
been able to preve that he did not receive a bounty.

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. Nor has the Government been
able to prove th»t he did receive a hounty.

Mr. MANN., Why does a man desert from one command and
enlist in another under a difierett e unless it be for the
purpose of deceiving somebody and getting something? It istoe
plain for argument.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I demand the
regular order.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there abjection?

Ar. MANN. I object.

THOMAS M. JONES.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. . 6421) for the relief of Thowmas M. Jones,

The Clerk rend the bill.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the present consider-
ation of the bill?

Mr. MANN. I object.

LUKE O'BRIEN, .

The next business in order on the Private Calendar wns the
bill (H. I&. G652) te remove the charge of desertion from the
military record of Luke O'Brien:

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. MANN. I object.

JOHIN €. SHEA.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (IL It 12566) for the relief of John C. Shea.

The Clerk read the bill. as follows:

Be it enucted, ete., That In the administration of any laws conferring
the rights, privileges. or benefits upon honorably discharged suldiers,
John C. Shen, who was a private In Company [ Forty-sixih Regiment
Massnehuserts Volunteer Infantry, shall he hereafter held and consid-
TRioas Plasta 4o o AT bt s Sk e ¢ ey g be
day of May, 1863, i e

The CHAILIIMAN.
atiou of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object. I
notice, first, that the bill does not contain an amendment which
the comuitive reported. I would like to inquire of some gen-
tleman whe Is fanilar with the matter what is designed to be
aecomplished by this bill. This man enlisted In Company D.
Forty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts Militia Iufantry, aud ob-
tained uu bhonerable discharge from it. He then eanlisted in
another regimeut and deseried.

This bill gives himy an honerable discharge from a regiment
from which he already has an honorable discharge, and it does
not propose to give him an hemorable discharge from a regl-

Is there objection to the present consider-

ment from which he deserted. As the whole: purpese is to get
bim within the pension Inw, he would not get a pension. but
it only gives himy am honorable discharge from a regiment
fremx whichh he has an honorable dischurge. What is the
point of it?

Mr. REILLY of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, what the gen-
Selluz;:[l“fmm 1llinois stutes is abselutely correct in regard to

1is E—

Mr. MANN, If It had not been T would not have stated it.

Mr. REILLY of Counectient. We know the gentleman Is
nsu: lHy correct hut not always infallible. The commitfee re-
ported on this bill only within a few days. and this is the first
time: [ have seen: it. but the department recommends that his
record be amended in regard ro the orher enlistiment instead
cf the one which the cemmittee liave reported.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there ohjection?

Mr. MONDELIL. Mr. Chairman. reserving the right to ob-
Ject, I wish to eall attention to the further fact that this gen-
tleman served two whele days after his enlistment and re-
ceiving the bounty: it was two entire days before Le finally
deserted. |Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. Is there ohjection?

Mr. MONDELL and Mr. MANN. T object.

MILES A. HUGHES.

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the
bill (H. I. 14711) for the relief of Miles A. Hughes,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, elc., That in the administration: of the pension laws
Miles A, Hughes shall hereafter be held and considered to have been
honorably discharged from the military service of the United States
a= a private of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment Eentucky Volunteer
Infantry, on the 27th day of June, 1564,

The conmmittee amendment was rend, as follows:

Amend, pu‘gn 1, line 8, after the word * sixty-four,” by Inserting the
following : “Prarided, That no back pension, back pay, or back allow-
ances shall acerue by r of the p of this act."

The CHAIRRMAN. Is there objection to the present consider-
ation of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, did
I hear the Clerk read an amendment? The copy of the bill
which I have has no amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. TLe Clerk informs the Chair the amend-
ment is in the bill which he has before him.

Mr. MANX. Well, the Clerk read the nmendment,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid nside to be re-
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation.

FRED GRAFF.

The next business in order en the Private Calendar was the
bill (H I 174G4) for the relief of Fred Graff.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enucted, efe., That In the administration of the pension laws
Fied Graff, who was eummissivned by tne goveroor of e State of
New York us second leutennnl in the Seventy eizhth Regiment New
York Volunteer Infaurry, shall hereafter he held and considered to have
hieen duly enrolled and mustered In and attached to that regiment from
the 204th day of Oetuber, IS635, nntil the Iith day of July. 1844,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of this bill?

Mr. MAXNN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object. I
thought I inquired about this bill a moment ago. The usual
amendment is not inserted in connection with this bill

Mr. GREEXNE of Vermont. Ar. Chairman, I desire to offer
the following amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont offers an
amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

I'age 1, line 10, after the word ‘*sixty-four.”” insert the following:
“Provided, 'That no back pay. back pension. or baek allowances of any
kind shall acerue by r of the pa of this act.”

The CHAIRMAN. I[Is there objection to the present cen-
sideration of the bil? [After a pause.] The Chaif hears none,

The amendment was agreed to:

The bill as amended was ordered to be Inid aside, to be re-
ported to the House with a favorable reeommendation.

Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimens
cousent that the committee return to Private Calendar No. 3t55,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani-
mous consent to return to Private Calendar Ne. 303. Is there
objection?

Mr. MAXN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object,
what is the bill?

The CHATIRMAN, The Chair wilk say that we did not cone
gider that bill te-day, but begam with Calendnr Ne: 318,
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Mr. MANN. Well, I shall object.

Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas. I will state to the gentleman from
INlinois this is a bill which I called up not so long ago to
which objection was made by the gentleman in reference to a
grant of certain land to the Masonic lodge at Hot Springs.

Mr. MANN. Yes; and I objected to it.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects.

Mr. MANN. It is too late to take it up now.

Mr. ’OU. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now
rise, and that the Chairman be directed to report to the House
that the committee has had under consideration various bills
and resolutions upon the Private Calendar which were laid
aslde, that sundry amendments have been agreed to, and that
the committee recommends to the House that the said bills and
resolutions, some with amendments and some without amend-
ments, do pass.

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed
the chair, Mr. Tavror of Colorado, Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole, reported that that committee had had
mder consideration sundry bills and resolutions, and that
he reported the same back to the House, some with amend-
ments and some without amendments, with the recommendation
that the améndments be agreed to and that the bills and resolu-
tions do pass.

Mr. POU. Mr. Spetker, I ask unanimous consent that the
previous guestion may be considered as ordered on all the bills
and resolutions reported, to final passage.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

So the previous question was ordered.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, Senate bill 4628
was reported——

Mr., MANN. No more business to-night.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I want to ask to agree to a con-
ference report.

Mr. MANN. Then I make the point of order that there is no
quortum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the
point of order that there is no quorum present.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr, Speaker, I move that the House do now ad-
Journ.

The motion was ngreed to: accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 45
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Saturday, August 1,

1014, at 12 o’clock noon.

rou.  Mr.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several calendars therein named. as follows:

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia, from the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 15418) authorizing
Maj. Clyde 8. Ford, Medical Corps, to aceept and wear the deco-
ration tendered him by the Ottoman and Bulgarian Govern-
ments for services rendered in the Balkan wars, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1053),
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr, FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on the Judi-
ciary, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 16244) to amend
section 08 of an act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and
amend the laws relating to the judielary,” approved March 3,
1011, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by
a report (No. 1055), which said bill and report were referred to
the House Calendar.

Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 12674) to provide for the
allowance of drawback of {ax on articles shipped to the island
of Torto Rico or to the Philippine Islands, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1056), which
suid bill and report were referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. CHURCH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill (8. 5254) authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Interior in his discretion to sell and convey a cer-
tain tract of land to the Mandan Town and Country Club, re-
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 1052), which said bill and report were referred to the
Private Calendar.

Mr. LOGUE, from the Committee on Public Bu!ldlnga and
Grounds, to which was referred the joint resolution (H. .J. Res.

808) providing for a commission to complete the acquisitlon
of lands for the extension of the Capitol Grounds, and provid-

ing for the payment thereof, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1054), which sald joint
resolution and report were referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. NEELY of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 18167) to ex-
tend aid to the several States in the building of public high-
ways by authorizing the working of certain Federal convicts
thereon or in the preparation of road materials; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 18168) to amend an act en-
titled “An act granting pensions to certain enlisted men, sol-
diers and officers, who served In the Civil War and the War with
Mexico,” approved May 11, 1912; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (IL. R. 18109) authorizing and
directing the President to appoint an advisory board of consult-
ing engineers to report to him at the earliest possible moment
and to the next session of Congress upon plans and methods for
the control of the Mississippi River below St. Louis, Mo., par-
ticularly with a view to facilitating the adoption of definite,
effective remedies and scopeful plans for such purposes and to
determine the merits, feasibility, and cost of the plans of the
Mississippi River Commission, and of the plans presented and
known as the Mississippi spillway and ramifications; making
an appropriation for the expenses of such advisory board of
consulting engineers and defining its powers and duties; to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. ALEXANDER : A bill (H. R. 18170) amending section
4132 of the Revised Statufes of the United States, as amended
by section 5 of the act of August 24, 1912; to the Committee on
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. :

By Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18171) to
amend an act entitled “An act relating to the liability of com-
mon carriers by railroad to their employees in certain cases,”
approved April 22, 1803, and amended April 5, 1910; to the
Commiittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 18172) to increase the limit of
cost of the United States post-office building at Seymour, Ind.;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 310)
authorizing the President to accept an invitation and to ap-
point delegates to participate in the Internaional Conference on
Social Insurance; fo the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 311) in-
structing American delegate to the International Institute of
Agriculture, to present to the permanent commmittee for action at
the general assembly in 1915 certain resolutions; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ANTHONY : A bill (H. R. 18173) to reinstate Fred-
erick J. Birkett as third lieutenant in the United States Revenue-
Cutter Service; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

By Mr. BATHRICK : A bill (H. R. 18174) to transfer Capt.
John Calvin Leonard from the retired to the active list of the
United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. BROWN of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 18175)
granting an increase of pension to Eli Phillips; to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. It. 18176) grant-
ing a pension to Philllp Wells; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CLAYPOOL: A bill (H. R. 18177) granting an in-
crease of pension to Delliah Beecher; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. COADY: A bill (H. It. 18178) granting an increase
of pension to Samuel Stallings; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. GILMORE: A bill (H. R. 18179) granting a pension
to Jane A. Carney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 18180) for the relief of
John J. Nanry; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R, 18181) for the relief of the
trustees of Lebanon Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Shenan-
doah County, Va.; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. HOBSON: A bill (EL I&. 18182) for the relief of A. J.
Tidwell, sr.; to the Committee on War Claims.
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By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 18183) granting an incrense of
pension to John R. Melleynolds: to the Committee on lovalid
Pensions, -

Also. a bill (H. . 18184) for the relief of the estate of
Erustus 8. Smnith; to the Commirtee on War Claims.

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. I 18185) for the relief of David
R. Mister; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. It 15186) for the reilef of the trustees of
Cnrmel Baptist Church, Caroline County, Va.; to the Com-
nmitree on War Claims.

Also. a bill (H. . 18187) for the relief of the trustees of Ur-
banna Episcopnl Chuorch, Middlesex County, Va.; to the Com-
wittee ou War Clalms.

Ey Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 18188) granting an In-
ere:se of pension to Joseph L. Hall; to the Commitree on In-
valid Pensions

By Mr. TEN EYCK: A bill (H. R, 18189) granting a pen-
gion to Morgan A. Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, A

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clurk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. BELL of California: Petition of 850 citizens of Los
Angeles, Cul.. protesting aguinst national probibition; to the
Committee on Rules.

Also, petition of 1,000 citizens of the ninth congressional dis-
triet of California, favoring national prohibitivn; to the Com-
mittee ou Rules.

By Mr. CONNELLY of Kansas: Petition for the passnge of
the Sheppard-Hobson amendment to the Counstitution for na-
tional probibition, 180 names. Colby: 150 nawmes, Bunker ITill;
21 names. Seidon, all in the State of Kansus; to the Conuuittee
on Rules.

By Mr. DILLON : Petition of sundry voters of Union County,
8. Dak.. protesting aguninst national prohibition; to the Com-
mittee on Rules.

By Mr. DIXON: Petition of 50 Civil War veterans of Bar-
tholomew County, 71 vitizens of Providence, 150 of Mount Awn-
burn. and 150 of Glade, all in the State of Indiuna, favering
nutional pronibition; to the Comwittee on Rules,

Also, petition of Miss Vida Newson, Mrs. H. E. Arthar, and
others, of Columbus Branch of Woman's Frapchise League of
Indiana. favoring woman-suffrage legislation; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DONOHOE: Petitions of sundry citizens of Philadel-
phia, Pa., protesting against national prohibition; to the Com-
mittee on Rules

By Mr. DUNN: Petitions of Frank W. McHugh Co. and Ten-
tonia Lledertafel Society. both of lochester. N, Y., and Central
Federation of Lubor, of Coboes. N. Y.. protesting against na-
tion prehibition; to the Committee on Itules,

Also, memorial of Women's Missionary Society, Third Pres-
brterinu Church of Rochester, X. Y.. relative to amendment
probibiting polygamy in the United States; to the Cowmittee
on the Judicinry.

By Mr. FREXNCH : Petition of citizens of Ceeur d'Alene, Ifdaho,
protesting aguinst national prohibition; to the Cowmmittee on
Itnles,

By Mr. GUERNSEY : Petitions of citizens of Dovar, Foxcroft,
and Bangor, Me.. favoring uational prohibition; to the Com-
niittee on Itules

By Mr. HAWLEY : Petitions of G. A. Seavey and others of
Springfield, Oreg., protesting aguinst nationul prohibition; to
the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. MERRITT : Petition of Frederick R. Griffiths, Samuel
Orr, Frank Backus, W. F. Chaffee. ;. W. Muir, Floyd Puatter-
son, T. N. Madill, Neabh Whalker, Charles E. Whenter, J. B.
Wheater. L. B. Ginn, Robert Merrifield, O. [.. Dickinson, James
Weutherup, Newton Stone, Joseph Ross. k. R. Ormshee, Willinm
Graham, L. W. Saaman, I.. N. Stone. C. E. funderland, J. L.
Wood, T. Hutchinson, John Mcallister, Jumes Dame, Heury
Parkhill. E. M. Bagley, John Cline, W. A. Burlingame, E. H.
Dexter, G. H Simpson. C. B. Doty, . 8 Murray, Ricbard Kelly,
Fred N. Bockus. E. M. Spry. F. W. Laidlaw, E. D. Hanson, Allen
Bill, 8. . McCrea, and V. . Lyttle, all of Rensselaer Falls,
N. Y., favoring national prohibition; to the Cowmittee on
Rules. ;

By Mr. J. 1. NOLAN: Resolutions of the International Union
of Journeymen Horseshoers of America, protesting against the
passage of the Hobson nation-wide probibition resuvlution: to
the Committee on Rules. :

By Mr. SELLS: Memorial of the Woman's Home Missionary
Society, First Methodist Episcopal Church, Johnson City, Teun.,

protesting against the practice of polygamy in the United
States; to the Committee on the Judieinry.

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petitions of sundry cit-
zens of Wilmington and San Pedro, Cal., favoring national pro-
hibition: te the Committee on Jtules.

By Mr THACHER: Memorial of Quarterly Conference of
Methodist Episcopal Church, Marstone Mills, and Quarterly
Conference o/ Methodist Episcopal Chureh, Osterville, Mass,
favoring national prohibition: to the Committze on Itules,

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Memorial of citizens of New
York City, favoring Government ownership of the coal mines
in Colurude; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

SENATE.
Saturpay, August 1, 1914.

(Lepislative day of Monday, July 27, 1914.)

The Senate reassembled at 11 o'clock a. m. on the expiration
of the recess.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A messnge from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South,
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House bad passed the fol-
lowing bills:

8.663. Ap act for the rvelief of Thomas G. Running;

8.1149. An act for the relief of Seth Watson;

8. 1803. An act for the relief of Benjamin K. Jones;

8.3761. An act for the relief of Matthew Logan;

8.4023. An act for the relief of Waldo H. Colfman;

S.6U54. An aect to grant the consent of Congress for the
county of Pulaski. Stite of Arkansas, teo construct a bridge
aeruss the Arkansas Iliver between the eities of Little Rock
and Argenta. Ark.; and

S.6101. An act to grant the consent of Congress for the eity
of Lawrence. county of Essex. State of Massuchusetts, to con-
struct a bridge across the Merrimae River.

The message also annonnced thnt the House hnd passed the
bill (8. 23) for the relief of Clara Dougherty. Ernest Kunbel,
and Josephine Taylor. owners of lot No. 13: of KErnest Kubel,
owner of lot No. 41; and of Mary Meder., owner of the south
17.10 feet front by the full depth thereof of lot No. 14, all of
said property in square No. 724 in Wasbhington. D. C.. with
regard to assessment and payment for damages on account of
change of grade dve to the counstruction of Union Station, in
sald Distriet. with amendments, in which it requested the con-
currence of the Senate.

The message further smmounced that the Flouse further in-
sists gpon its amendments to the bill (8. 4628) extending the
period of payment noder reclamation projeets. and for other
purposes. disagreed to by the Senate. ngrees to the conference
nsked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon. and busd appointed Mr, Tavior of Colorado,
Mr. Bager., and Mr. Kixgamp of Nebraska managers at the
conference on the part of the House.

The message also announced that the House had passed the
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senante:

H. k. 858. An act for the relief of Thomas E. Philips:

H. It. 2312. An act for the relief of Rathbun. Beachy & Co.:

H. R. 2642, An act anthorizing the I’resiilent to reinstate Jo-
seph Eliot Austin as an ensign in the United States Navy;

H. . 6201. An aet to authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to issue a deed to the persons hereinafter nawed for part of a
lot in the District of Columbia;

H. R. G630. AN act Tor the relief of Michuel F. O'Hare;

H. R. 7287, An act for the relief of Edward A. Thompson;

11 It. 11304, An aet for the relief of Joseph A. Powers;

H. I3, 11765. An act to perfect the title to land belonging to the
M. Forster Ileal Estate Co., of St. Louis. Mo, ;

H. R 12198, An aet for the relief of Henjamin A. Sanders;

H. R.13350. An act for the relief of the widow and heirs at
law of Patrick J. Fitzperald, decensed;

H. It. 13352, An act to allow credit in the accounts of Wyllys
A. Hedges. special disbursing agent;

H. R. 13591. An act for the relief of John P. Ehrmann;

H. . 13723, An aet for the relief of Richard Riggsles;

H. It. 14711. An nct for the relief of Miles A. Hughes;

H. R. 14056. An aet to reimburse the peostmaster at Kegg, Pa,,
for money and stamps taken by burglars;

H. R.16305. An net fo reimburse Henry Wenver, postmaster
at Delmar, Ala., for mooey and stamps stolen from siid post
office at Delmiar and repaid by him to the Post Otlice Depart-
ment ;
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